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Background 


Abstract 


The 2000-01 North Carolina State Testing Results 
Grade 3 Pretest, End-of-Grade, High School Comprehensive, and End-of Course 


Multiple-Choice Tests 


Results included in this document were generated from tests 
administered statewide during the 2000-01 school year. The local 
schools or school systems scanned the students’ answer sheets with 
software developed by the North Carolina Department of Public 
Instruction. The data were sent to the North Carolina Department of 
Public Instruction where it was concatenated. All summary data 
reported in this report are calculated from any data that the school 
systems sent to the North Carolina Department of Public Instruction by 
August 2001. The data are limited to public and charter schools. 


Note: The State Board of Education approved revisions to the North 
Carolina Mathematics Standard Course of Study at the May 1998 
monthly meeting. Effective with the 2000-01 school year, North 
Carolina mathematics tests measure the goals and objectives from the 
1998 curriculum. Prior to the 2000-01 school year, the most recent 
revisions of the state mathematics curriculum occurred in 1989 (grades 
K-8) and 1992 (grades 9-12). Due to the 1998 revisions in the 
mathematics curriculum and the revised tests, the mathematics 
curriculum and the revised tests, the mathematics developmental scale 
scores were revised for the grade 3 pretest and end-of-grade tests. The 
revised mathematics developmental scale scores adopted by the State 
Board of Education in September 2001 are used to report 2000-01 
student performance in this publication. The old and revised 
mathematics scales are not to be compared without using the 
conversion tables published September 2001. The end-of-course 
mathematics tests (Algebra I, Algebra If and Geometry) retained the 
scale previously used. 


Changes in Reporting. Test information is not included in this report 
this year. Information about the North Carolina Testing Program can 
be found at the NCDPI/Testing website at: 


www.ncpublicschools.org/accountability/testing 


In addition, LEA data is not included in this report this year. Test data 
by LEA can be found at the following website: 


www.ncpublicschools.org/vol2/rsds 


Grade 3 Pretest. Initially implemented during the 1996-97 school 
year, the North Carolina Pretest-Grade 3 is a multiple-choice reading 
and mathematics test administered to students during the first three 
weeks of the third grade. Scores on this test are used to measure 
student growth in performance when compared to the end-of-grade test 


Grade 3 Pretest 
Findings 


results at the end of the third grade year in the areas of reading and 
mathematics. The pretest at grade 3 measures the knowledge and 
skills specified for grade 2 from the reading and mathematics goals 
and objectives of the North Carolina Standard Course of Study. The 
pretest was administered to approximately 102,000 students during the 
first three weeks of the 2000-01 school year. 


End-of-Grade Tests. Beginning in the 1992-93 school year, the North 
Carolina State Board of Education authorized administration of North 
Carolina-ueveloped end-of-grade tests. These multiple-choice tests in 
reading and mathematics are aligned with the competencies specified 
in the North Carolina Standard Course of Study. These state-normed 
curriculum-based tests were administered to approximately 590,000 
students in grades 3 through 8 during the final three weeks of the 
2000-01 school year. 


High School Comprehensive Test. The North Carolina High School 
Comprehensive Test in reading and mathematics was first 
administered in 1997-98 to all students in grade 10. The multiple- 
choice test assesses the English language arts and mathematics 
competencies the typical student should master by the end of grade 10. 
The test is used to measure student growth in achievement in reading 
and mathematics since completion of grade 8. The test was 
administered to more than 80,000 students in the final three weeks of 
April 2001 for the purpose of school accountability. 


Multiple-Choice_End-of-Course Tests. End-of-course tests measure 


achievement on curricular goals and objectives with an emphasis on 
higher-order thinking skills. These multiple-choice tests were 
administered in: Algebra I; Algebra II; Biology; Chemistry; Economic, 
Legal, and Political Systems (ELPS); English I; Geometry; Physical 
Science; Physics and U. S. History to approximately 647,000 students 
within the final two weeks (or the equivalent for the non-traditional 
schedules) of the 2000-01 school year. 


Achievement Level III or Above. Results show that 71.1 percent of 
students entering third grade scored at or above Achievement Level III 
on the reading pretest while 79.2 percent scored at or above 
Achievement Level III on the mathematics pretest. The percent of 
students scoring at or above Achievement Level II on the grade 3 
reading pretest in 2000-01 increased 1.3 percentage points from 1999- 
00. The percent of students scoring at or above Achievement Level III 
on the grade 3 mathematics pretest in 2000-01 increased 2.3 
percentage points from 1999-00. The mathematics component of the 
pretest was revised for the 2000-01 school year to reflect revisions in 
the curriculum. 


Mean Scale Scores. The grade 3 reading pretest mean scale score 


End-of-Grade Test 
Findings 


increased from 138.7 in 1999-2000 to 138.9 in 2000-01. The grade 3 
mathematics pretest mean scale score for 2000-01 was placed on a 
revised developmental scale. The revised grade 3 pretest scale runs 
from 211 to 260. 


Gender. A higher percentage of females than males, in their respective 
ethnic categories, performed at Achievement Level II or above in the 
grade 3 reading and mathematics pretests. 


Ethnicity. Disparities in performance among subgrours were noted in 
the results. In reading, the Black (58.1%), Hispanic (58.4%) and 
American Indian (60.3%) subgroups had lower percentages performing 
at Achievement Level III or above than the Multi-Racial (73.1%), 
Asian (75.8%) and White (78.4%) subgroups in the data. In 
mathematics, the Black (65.2%), American Indian (68.3%), and 
Hispanic (72.0%) subgroups had lower percentages performing at 
Achievement Level III or above than the Multi-Racial (80.1%), Asian 
(85.5%), and White (86.5%) subgroups. In comparison to 1999-00, all 
subgroups have higher percentages of students performing at 
Achievement Level III or above in reading and mathematics in 2000- 
O01. 


Achievement Level III or Above. Data from 2000-01 indicate the 
percentage of students in grades 3-8 performing at Achievement Level 
Til and above in both reading and mathematics continues to grow, 
from 53.0 percent in 1992-93 to 71.7 percent in 2000-01. 


Mean Scale Scores. In these data, mean scale scores for reading 
increased at least slightly from 1999-00 to 2000-01 at every grade 
level except grade 7. Mean scale scores for mathematics increased at 
every grade level. On average, student performance increased on end- 
of-grade testing every year. The developmental scale for mathematics 
was revised effective with the 2000-01 school year to a scale of 218 to 
310 across grades 3 through 8. 


Gender. In 2000-01, a higher percentage of females (74.3%) than 
males (69.1%) scored at or above Achievement Level III in both 
reading and mathematics in grades 3-8 combined. Although the 
number of females and males performing at Achievement Level Ill 
continues to rise across the years, the performance of females 
consistently exceeds that of males. 


Ethnicity. Disparities in performance were present among the ethnic 
subgroups in 2000-01. The Black (52.0%), Hispanic (58.7%) and 
American Indian (60.0%) subgroups had lower percentages performing 
at Achievement Level III or above in both reading and mathematics in 
grades 3-8 combined than the Multi-Racial (74.7%), Asian (78.6%) 
and White (82.0%) subgroups in these data. Each subgroup, however, 


High School 
Comprehensive 
Test Findings 


had a higher percentage of students scoring at Achievement Level II 
or above than in 1999-00. 


Students with Limited English Proficiency. In grades 3-8 combined, 


40.1 percent of students identified as limited English proficient scored 
at Achievement Level III or above in reading and mathematics in 
2000-01 in comparison to 35.2 percent in 1999-00. 


Students with Disabilities. At grades 3-8 combined, 37.0 percent of 
students with disabilities performed at or above Achievement Level II 
in reading and mathematics. In 1999-00, 33.0 percent of students with 
disabilities met this standard. 


Title I and Migrant. In grades 3-8 combined, 63.6 percent of students 
who performed at Achievement Level III or above in both reading and 
mathematics are in a Schoolwide Title I program. For those receiving 
services in a Migrant program, 54.0 percent of students in grades 3-8 
performed at Achievement Level II or above in both reading and 
mathematics. 


Achievement Level III or Above. The results show that 61.6 percent of 
students taking the high school comprehensive test scored at or above 
Achievement Level III in reading while 66.8 percent scored at or 
above Achievement Level III in mathematics. The percent of students 
scoring at or above Achievement Level UI on the high school 
comprehensive test in reading in 2000-01 slightly decreased by 0.1 
percentage points from 1999-00. The percent of students scoring at or 
above Achievement Level II on the high school comprehensive test in 
mathematics in 2000-01 increased 2.1 percentage points from 1999- 
00. 


Mean Scale Scores. The high school comprehensive mean scale score 
in reading remained the same at 164.9 in both 1999-00 and 2000-01. 
The high school comprehensive mean scale score in mathematics 
increased from 177.5 in 1999-00 to 178.4 in 2000-01. 


Gender. A higher percentage of females than males, in their respective 
ethnic categories, performed at Achievement Level III or above in 
reading and mathematics in these data. The percent of females at or 
above Achievement Level III in reading remained at 66.8 in 2000-01. 
The percent of males at or above Achievement Level III in reading 
slightly decreased from 56.6 in 1999-00 to 56.3 in 2000-01. The 
percent of females at or above Achievement Level II in mathematics 
increased from 66.2 in 1999-00 to 68.3 in 2000-01. The percent of 
males at or above Achievement Level UI in mathematics increased 
from 63.1 in 1999-00 to 65.2 in 2000-01. 


Ethnicity. Disparities in performance among the ethnic subgroups 
were noted in the results. In reading, the Black (40.0%), American 


End-of-Course 
Test Findings 


Indian (43.9%) and Hispanic (47.9%) subgroups had lower 
percentages performing at or above Achievement Level DI than the 
Asian (63.4%), Multi-Racial (66.3%) and White (71.2%) subgroups. 
In mathematics, the Black (44.2%), American Indian (52.8%) and 
Hispanic (54.6%) subgroups had lower percentages performing at or 
above Achievement Level II than the Multi-Racial (68.2%), White 
(76.4%) and Asian (76.5%) subgroups in these data. In comparison to 
1999-00, the performance of all subgroups increased with the 
exception of the Hispanic, Multi-Racial and White subgroups’ 
performance in reading. All ethnic subgroups had an increase in 
performance in mathematics. 


Students with Limited English Proficiency. These results show that 0.9 
percent of all students taking the high school comprehensive test were 
identified as limited English proficiency in 2000-01 as compared to 
0.8 percent in 1999-00. The approximate percent of exclusions from 
taking the test, 1.2 percent, did not change from 1999-00. 
Approximately 21.8 percent of students identified as limited English 
proficient in 2000-01 scored at or above Achievement Level II 
reading, which was a decrease of 2.8 percent from 1999-00. 
Approximately 38.6 percent of these students scored at or above 
Achievement Level Il in mathematics, a decrease of 2.1 percent from 
1999-00. 


Students with Disabilities. In 2000-01, 21.4 percent of students with 
disabilities performed at or above Achievement Level III in reading as 
compared to 21.3 percent in 1999-00. There was also an increase in the 
percent of students with disabilities who met this standard for 
mathematics from 26.2 percent in 1999-00 to 27.3 percent in 2000-01. 


Title I and Migrant. Among the students participating in a Schoolwide 
Title I program, 37.7 percent performed at Achievement Level II or 
above in reading and 39.9 performed at Achievement Level If or 
above in mathematics. For those students receiving services in a 
Migrant program, 32.3 percent performed at Achievement Level II or 
above in reading and 40.9 percent performed at Achievement Level I 
or above in mathematics. 


The statewide administration of end-of-course tests in the areas of 
Algebra II, Chemistry, Geometry, Physical Science and Physics was 
mandated for the 1998-99 and 1999-00 school years, however, 
comparisons across years (for the 1995-96, 1996-97 and 1997-98 
school years) are not available. During those years the tests in Algebra 
II, Chemistry, Geometry, Physical Science and Physics were used as a 
local (LEA) option. 


Achievement Level III or Above. From 1999-00 to 2000-01, student 
performance at or above Achievement Level II increased in nine of 


the ten end-of-course tests. The comparison of results from 1999-00 
to 2000-01 is as follows: Algebra I increased from 68.9% to 76.0%; 
Algebra II increased from 62.7% to 73.0%; Biology increased from 
57.6% to 61.0%; Chemistry increased from 62.0% to 65.5%; 
Economic, Legal, and Political Systems increased from 67.3% to 
70.0%; English I slightly decreased from 68.4% to 68.3%; Geometry 
increased from 60.0% to 63.9%; Physical Science increased from 
57.1% to 59.9%; Physics increased from 72.9% to 74.4% and U.S. 
History increased from 46.9% to 50.5%. 


Mean Scale Scores. The 2000-01 end-of-course mean scale scores are: 
Algebra I (61.1); Algebra II (63.8); Biology (56.8); Chemistry (58.9); 
Economic, Legal, and Political Systems (55.7); English I (55.4); 
Geometry (59.8); Physical Science (55.5); Physics (57.0) and US. 
History (56.6). All mean scale scores increased from 1999-00 to 
2000-01 with the exception of English I which remained the same as 
in 1999-00 at 55.4 and Physics which had a slight decrease from 57.1 
in 1999-00 to 57.0 in 2000-01. 


Gender. A higher percentage of females than males performed at 
Achievement Level III or above on the end-of-course tests on Algebra 
I and English I in these data. More males than females scored at or 
above Achievement Level III on the Algebra II; Biology; Chemistry; 
Economic, Legal, and Political Systems; Geometry; Physical Science; 
Physics and U.S. History end-of-course tests. Percent at or above 
Achievement Level II performance on end-of-course tests are as 
follows: Algebra I (male, 74.7%; female, 77.3%); Algebra II (male 
73.5%; female, 72.5%); Biology (male 62.7%; female, 59.2%); 
Chemistry (male, 68.8%; female, 62.8%); Economic, Legal, and 
Political Systems; (male, 71.0%; female 69.1%); English I (male, 
63.5%; female, 73.2%); Geometry (male, 67.8%; female, 60.6%); 
Physical Science (male, 62.3%; female, 57.5%); Physics (male, 80.3%; 
female, 67.1%); U.S. History (male, 54.5%; female, 46.7%). 


Ethnicity. The trend showing disparities in performance among the 
ethnic subgroups continued in 2000-01. However, all subgroups had 
an increase in performance from 1999-00 to 2000-01 in all EOC 
subjects with the exception of English I, Geometry and Physics. 
Percent at or above Achievement Level II performance on end-of- 
course tests are as follows: Algebra I (American Indian, 67.6%; Asian, 
82.5%; Black, 57.1%; Hispanic, 70.0%; Multi-Racial, 76.0%; and 
White, 84.6%); Algebra If (American Indian, 55.6%; Asian, 82.2%; 
Black, 52.5%; Hispanic, 67.7%; Multi-Racial, 74.5%; and White, 
79.6%); Biology (American Indian, 46.3%; Asian, 63.7%; Black, 
34.9%; Hispanic, 47.2%; Multi-Racial, 68.1%; and White, 73.1%); 
Chemistry (American Indian, 44.6%; Asian, 68.8%; Black, 41.8%; 
Hispanic, 57.8%; Multi-Racial, 69.8%; and White, 72.4%); Economic, 


Legal, and Political Systems (American Indian, 54.5%; Asian, 70.5%; 
Black, 48.9%; Hispanic, 56.6%; Multi-Racial, 71.3%; and White, 
80.0%); English I (American Indian, 50.8%; Asian, 72.0%; Black, 
49.0%; Hispanic, 52.6%; Multi-Racial, 69.3%; and White, 78.0%); 
Geometry (American Indian, 45.4%; Asian, 71.6%; Black, 34.6%; 
Hispanic, 50.3%; Multi-Racial, 64.6%; and White, 75.0%); Physical 
Science (American Indian, 40.5%; Asian, 65.0%; Black, 37.1%; 
Hispanic, 44.3%; Multi-Racial, 61.5%; and White, 72.0%); Physics 
(American Indian, 46.3%; Asian, 78.8%; Black, 43.9%; Hispanic, 
64.0%; Multi-Racial, 78.4%; and White, 79.8%); and U.S. rlistory 
(American Indian, 34.7%; Asian, 56.2%; Black, 28.4%; Hispanic, 
40.7%; Multi-Racial, 54.5%; and White, 59.8%). 


Students with Limited English Proficiency. Among students meeting 
the limited English proficiency requirement in 2000-01, the highest 
average performance was in Algebra II, with 69.4 percent scoring at 
Achievement Level II or above. Performance on the other end-of- 
course tests are as follows: Algebra I (61.3%); Physics (54.1%); 
Geometry (44.5%); Chemistry (46.0%); Economic, Legal, and 
Political Systems (29.1%); English I (28.8%); Physical Science 
(26.5%); Biology (21.8%) and U.S. History (19.1%). The percent of 
students classified as limited English proficient on end-of-course tests 
in 2000-01 ranged from 0.3 percent in Chemistry and Physics, to 1.0 
percent in English I. 


Students with Disabilities. The results show that students with 
disabilities had an increase in performance from 1999-00 to 2000-01 
in all end-of-course tests with the exception of English I. The 
comparison of percent of students with disabilities at or above 
Achievement Level II from 1999-00 to 2000-01 is as follows: Algebra 
I increased from 37.9% to 47.6%; Algebra II increased from 49.0% to 
62.4%; Biology increased from 26.3% to 31.4%; Chemistry increased 
from 51.8% to 58.3%; Economic, Legal, and Political Systems 
increased from 33.2% to 36.7%; English I slightly decreased from 
26.2% to 25.9%; Geometry increased from 44.6% to 48.1%; Physical 
Science increased from 30.0% to 31.4%; Physics increased from 
70.4% to 74.6% and U.S. History increased from 21.1% to 24.4%. 


Title I. Among the students participating in a Schoolwide Title I 
program, a higher percentage of students scored at or above 
Achievement Level [II in Algebra I (67.7%); Physics (46.6%) and 
Economic, Legal, and Political Systems (46.5%) than in Algebra II 
(42.1%), English I (43.8%), Chemistry (35.7%), Physical Science 
(33.0%) and Biology (27.2%). Students enrolled in U.S. History 
(24.2%) and Geometry (23.5%) had the lowest percentages at or above 
Achievement Level II. 


e Migrant. These data show that of the students receiving services in a 
Migrant program, a higher percentage of these students scored at or 
above Achievement Level II in Algebra I (75.7%) and Economic, 
Legal, and Political Systems (52.9%). Performance in the other 
reported end-of-course subjects are as follows: Physical Science 
(47.8%), Geometry (43.3%), English I (38.0%), Biology (36.4%) and 
U.S. History (13.9%). Algebra II, Chemistry and Physics cannot be 
reported because fewer than thirty students were included. 


The 2000-01 North Carolina State Testing Results 
Grade 3 Pretest, End-of-Grade, 
High School Comprehensive and End-of Course 
Multiple-Choice Tests 


Table of Contents 
TEES Of Uta es eee ra en Fa 8 si a sais PE eerste ON «ELE co tees Pine be tesn ce Se Be j 
WESC ORE OUY OS eemeerre re ir er ee e ne ec i hea cinta ces Pals rettwc avseOe cs fouss Vee one Uvigabiiasdeuscneiie Viil 
DSTA TNT COW CST LGR Bi. y stan PR DR EIS a Er ec PPO ee 1 
TLOMUCLOLY E ISUL CS emitter ree ttre tcc tec fences sertncenteres teeter ccceoer scree sncctecotiescs stare sttssacs 5 
Grade 3 Pretest Multiple-Choice Results ....................ccccccccccccssescesseccesscccessccessscesssccsssscssecesaes 28 
Slate Wide SUI Aly aeetnenneer Memirrete etre ttesteteet tees de crattete fetetceeieeu?-csesttys Feceresterstieiierss seeteete ao 
Goal Sumimaniesite: germs ha Pee A eR tN 0 8h ose ciel awe chs sass tne dapat heal ba toteceeas if 
RECQUENIC VALISENDUL Ol mmmmunmmmte ret: Crete cert et are er crert clio. ci tert catare Dee nved oot csetcc tie ventiseuseteet ts 38 
End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results ................0.ccccccccscccsesecceeseeeesceeeseceeseceeseeesseeeenes 4] 
SLATE WICEL > LILLIA \y Mena ne ee eete NE ececes ge aes Sec cias cg cce cst ee vescaaig sty eee ae aed 43 
GoaliSunimarnics ey meen eect errant eb Oeher Siren tyaeie oe Lier OIE ons. ...03. 114 
PCCUCTIC Vs DISLLID ULI lmmmmenmnr cents fete ete ere et heres ere se tee Fae eer et rete eee 120 
STUGENG BET OTM AN CCAD BIE EA me tere ne feeiien 0, Oe tha tooo asc estos secten nsec ee et iaetedetec caret ance 132 
High School Comprehensive Multiple-Choice Test Results .................:.cccccescssecceseeeseeeeeeees 145 
Stalewide SUMMARY sere cemeteries testes rte a erect rs. seat ae aads coats Mhseenect Mel occebes;ederneteene 147 
CSO duis LILI ALCS. teen anemia Steere eR eer ese anes Ties Sts sc css Miva cnc tons un nie asp eT a 162 
Prectency si) 1S Uri DU ti On mmmeenrnteecrte ton eermeetee Se Sian Mee ha et cence ceca bonasete-seenas ane 163 
End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results ...0..............c:.ccccssccsescceessseceeseeeenseeeeseeenseeeseeesees 169 
Statewide S Umimary pemwere ee hee eer tic ee IC ere era, en. EPs Weak eteeeae eens. cas ene 171 
GoalsSumimari cspenmmmew tammmrnnnr, Meeree ot Me ge, cnstieom sores. crea detcossescesses cotecsncsestesecon store gens 205 
Frequency: DistriDution sce eee tee eee eee ee ree BS tes et Ny Fs ete 221 
AD) POMC Nee ere Mere er re teense reteset rs ccoctticttssieteeveqstoartsesdeseansdeaseeusees Oi 


List of Tables 


Grade 3 Pretest Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Table 1. 1996-97 to 2000-01 Grade 3 Pretest Multiple-Choice Results, 


Statewide Summary, Reading andi Mathematics 1.22... -2.3...0css.sacnssannnsssnersesssuesenssssaneesssseuass Pay 


Table 2. 1996-97 to 2000-01 Grade 3 Pretest Multiple-Choice Results, 
Percent of Students at Each Achievement Level 
by Gender andiBininicily (REACIi oiresrce srr toc cc ce tunecee, csacaasssssocsaccseceucosuss epeeutyeed: eee ee manages 26 


Table 3. 1996-97 to 2000-01 Grade 3 Pretest Multiple-Choice Results, 
Percent of Students at Each Achievement Level | | 
by Gengerand Ethnicity s Mathematics ite. ssccstcye.8-s00:2001scccsseseessenttceretsec een vevesenee naam Zt 


Table 4. 2000-01 Grade 3 Pretest Multiple-Choice Results, 
Performance of Academically Gifted, Exceptional, 
Limited English Proricient anderrtle US tuGents s1ce.c..-tcecsseccccseceseecceseeeses theese meee eee ee 34 


Table 5. 2000-01 Grade 3 Pretest Multiple-Choice Results, 
Performance:olsstudentsi Using ACCOMMOCALIONS 1..-0.-::..0ccrsesteeereresccomete eae eee eee 35 


Table 6. 2000-01 Grade 3 Pretest Multiple-Choice Results, 


Participationiof Studentsawith:S pecialsNeeds ae 9 sscce.ccs.cadetes metre eee eee ee 36 
Table 7-92000-0 Grade SitPretest Goali summary REpOrtsi.cc.0ca.c.001.20cce cenit 5, 
Table 8. 2000-01 Grade 3 Pretest Distribution of Scale Scores—Reading...............csessccsessecceeeenseees 38 
Table 9. 2000-01 Grade 3 Pretest Distribution of Scale Scores—Mathematics ...............c:ccessseeeeereeee ao 


End-of-Grade Test Results 


Table 1. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results, 
Statewide Summary, Reading and Mathematicsi. ae wn.J. nae. eeeene see eee cas 43 


Table 2. 1992-93 to 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results, 
Statewide Summary of Student Pertormance# Reading .....2...........4..sseseinse, eee eee 44 


Table 3. 1992-93 to 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results, 


Statewide Summary of Student Performance, Mathematics” ...................s:ccsssssssssesssseeeoees 45 
Table 4. 1992-93 to 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results, 

Statewide Summary of Student Performance, Reading ..77-...2....c....ccsseccseossececesssevessnenerees 46 
Table 5. 1992-93 to 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results, 

Statewide Summary of Student Performance, Mathematics™ ....................csscccssscccesenscereee 48 


1 


Table 6. 


Achievement Level Ranges by Subject and Grade 


Table 7. 


Table 8. 


Table 9. 


Table 10 


Table 11 


Table 12 


Table 13. 


Table 14. 


Table 15. 


Table 16. 


Table 17. 


Table 18. 


Table 19. 


Table 20. 


Table 21. 


2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Tests, 


1992-93 to 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results, 
Percent of Students at Each Achievement Level by Grade, Reading 


1992-93 to 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results, 
Percent of Students at Each Achievement Level by Grade, Mathematics* 


2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results, 


Percent of Students by Achievement Level, by Grade and Ethnicity .......... 


. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results, 
Percent of Students by Achievement Level, by Grade and Gender............ 


. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results, 


Performance of Academically Gifted, Exceptional, 


Limited English Proficient and Title I Students, Grades 3-8 ........0..0...0.... 


. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results, 
Performance of Students Using Accommodations, Grades 3-8................. 


2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results, 


Participationoles tudentsiwithispecials NECdSAe fia. T ces iectess.--<.s0000052 


2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results, 


Characteristics and Performance of Grade 3 Students .........................eeeeee 


2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results, 


Characteristics and Performance of Grade 4 Students..........................0000e 


2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results, 


Characteristics and Performance of Grade 5 Students ..................c.cceeeceeeee 


2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results, 


Characteristics and Performance of Grade 6 Students.....................eseeceeeee 


2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results, 


Characteristics and Performance of Grade 7 Students......................2000000 


2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results, 


Characteristics and Performance of Grade 8 Students...................cceeceeeeees 


il 


SOS P eee Oe eee eEEereeEseeeesesessoeeee® 


ee eceeeces 


2000-01 End-of-Grade Grade 3 Goal Summary Report............ eee 


2000-01 End-of-Grade Grade 4 Goal Summary Repott...............::ceeeeeees 


Table 22. 


Table 23. 


Table 24. 


Table 25. 


Table 26. 


Table 27. 


Table 28. 


Table 29. 


Table 30. 


Table 31. 


Table 32. 


Table 33. 


Table 34. 


Table 35. 


Table 36. 


Table 37. 


Table 38. 


Table 39. 


Table 40. 


Table 41. 


Table 42. 


2000-01 End-of-Grade Grade 5 Goal Summary Repolt.............::ccsesceeseseeseseeseeeeeeneeeeeeees 116 


2000-01 End-of-Grade Grade 6 Goal Summary Repolt.............-:ceseccessseeeseeeesseseeeeeeeeeens 117 
2000-01 End-of-Grade Grade 7 Goal Summary Repoft............:sccccssseeseesseeeesseeeeeesreeenssees 118 
2000-01 End-of-Grade Grade 8 Goal Summary Repoft.............cscccssseccesesseeesseeeeeseeeenenees 119 
2000-01 End-of-Grade Distribution of Scale Scores, Grade 3 Reading ..............:::es000 120 
2000-01 End-of-Grade Distribution of Scale Scores, Grade 3 Mathematics..................... VA 
2000-01 End-of-Grade Distribution of Scale Scores, Grade 4 Reading ..............:::sse0e 122 
2000-01 End-of-Grade Distribution of Scale Scores, Grade 4 Mathematics..................... 123 
2000-01 End-of-Grade Distribution of Scale Scores, Grade 5 Reading ............... eee 124 
2000-01 End-of-Grade Distribution of Scale Scores, Grade 5 Mathematics.................... 125 
2000-01 End-of-Grade Distribution of Scale Scores, Grade 6 Reading ..................eeee++ 126 
2000-01 End-of-Grade Distribution of Scale Scores, Grade 6 Mathematics. .................... jhe | 
2000-01 End-of-Grade Distribution of Scale Scores, Grade 7 Reading .......................000 128 
2000-01 End-of-Grade Distribution of Scale Scores, Grade 7 Mathematics. .................... 129 
2000-01 End-of-Grade Distribution of Scale Scores, Grade 8 Reading ..................:0:ce0e+ 130 
2000-01 End-of-Grade Distribution of Scale Scores, Grade 8 Mathemiatics..................... SM 


2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results, 
Grades Mean Scale scores Dyin IRCACIND nereystascsress--cessassdhssunseerenenteres tee ne eee L352 


2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results, 
Gradés3, Mean Scale Score:pya ce a VIACOM ALICS 92g 020.ssseueseccsecsesecees eee eee 153 


2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results, 
Grade 4; Mean ScalemcoresDy LEA a RAIN Siri trrcscre, orce-nssnsessessoscdesevesthseteeet tate eee 134 


2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results, 
Grade. 4 Mean Scale Score by CEA = Matnematics ecc..c0s-s-0c0-.0000ss0csess-teensteseccenetiane aan 135 


2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results, 
Grade 5 Mean Scale Score by LEAT REadin 1.7 ssse-ctsnsshst-cdecsVietes. ncueaeetves cere nee 136 


ill 


Table 43. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results, 


Grade 5 MeanmcaleScore by LEA — Mathematics 248.08... sci. Rg... cc. 137 


Table 44. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results, 


oracle OuvicanexcalcnsCOle DVI EA INCACGING c2its, secciieesseerecccereeticstsscoutsscaeertaeee eee eee 138 


Table 45. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results, 


Grade 6 Mean Scale Score by LEA — Mathematics 


Table 46. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results, 


Grade: mVicaeScalCESCOLCED VLAN eS CACING «. ..55- 0. oscars secnee scenes ouseesasecsvevavetcueesceaieaene 140 


Table 47. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results, 


Grade welVican Scalcsscore. Dy LE Ar Mathematics cg aes.essjecksct-n-.cssorsecocccssssouesaseseeetet teces 141 


Table 48. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results, 


Grade SeVicdiiescalcescOlcrO Vile — RCAUINS «prerentee ti ttssccccesosticstesiuct ecvageseccetesersssoettie: 142 


Table 49. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results, 


GrdadcronVicalima Gales sCOLC DY Ike IVIAUNCINIALICS cites. ts.ctsscoccceocerentsesct cecesecgeremrtettr sees 143 


High School Comprehensive Test Results 


Table 1. 


Table 2. 


Table 3. 


Table 4. 


Table 5. 


Table 6. 


abies 2 


1997-98 to 2000-01 North Carolina High Schoo] Comprehensive 
Multiple-Choice Test Results, Statewide Summary, Reading and Mathematics.............. 147 


1997-98 to 2000-01 North Carolina High School Comprehensive 
Multiple-Choice Test Results, Percent of Students at Each Achievement Level 
DyAGeNGeicaNnce etn Gity MINC allo Meee Meter sitet cece eee cesses. Caste fortecesciee veces te 148 


1997-98 to 2000-01 North Carolina High School Comprehensive 
Multiple-Choice Test Results, Percent of Students at Each Achievement Level 
DVMGCHCCIMANGEL CUINICIUVMVIALIICIIALL CS aterrcercetvseetccesticts cits tetcnasss es ceeonasesescanccesssctsvusnoetes 149 


2000-01 North Carolina High School Comprehensive 


Multiple-Choice Test Results, Performance of Academically Gifted, Exceptional, 
Limited EnelishProticient andi lithe LStidentSeretttecctcescecrtstesecsetttertecsseeres-cecaceecseartens- LOO 


2000-01 North Carolina High School Comprehensive 
Multiple-Choice Test Results, Performance of Students Using Accommodation............. ile) 


2000-01 North Carolina High School Comprehensive 
Multiple-Choice Test Results, Participation of Students with Special Needs** ............... 158 


2000-01 North Carolina High Schoo! Comprehensive 
Multiple-Ghoice Test'Results? Gharacterisucs and PerOrmanCe. 0.1... ..-s-ccreceeonestene-sv ec sae 159 


1V 


Table 8. 2000-01 North Carolina High School Comprehensive 


Multiple-Choice Test Results, Teacher Evaluation and Performance ................+++++ 


Table 9. 2000-01 North Carolina High School Comprehensive Test Goal Summary Report 


Table 10. 2000-01 North Carolina High School Comprehensive Test, 


Distribution of Scale Scores — Reading... lee ieccsstescdecnscsrssecsonstesnsesncenassensees 


Table 11. 2000-01 North Carolina High School Comprehensive Test, 


Distnbution of Scale Scorese-uviathemaCsie eect oee erteec aes seve cttebetese reeset eceeenceanes 


Table 12. 2000-01 North Carolina High School Comprehensive 


Multiple-Choice Test Results, Mean Scale Score by LEA — Reading.................... 


Table 13. 2000-01 North Carolina High School Comprehensive 


Multiple-Choice Test Results, Mean Scale Score by LEA — Mathematics ............ 


End-of-Course Test Results 
Table 1. 1991-92 to 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results, 


DLALE WIGEs SUM ATY see ee tees SOA son depo fhe tees cc ene uen cae: enema fee 


Table 2. End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results, 1999-00 to 2000-01 Comparison of 


Percent of Students At.or Above Level Illa by Ethnicity....-.<..1. eet eee 


Table 3. 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results, 


Achievement Level Ranges by Course...........csscscsssssssssssessscsssesessessssecssssssesssssesnseees 


Table 4. 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results, 


Percent of Students by Achievement Level, by Course and Ethnicity...................06. 


Table 5. 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results, 
Percent of Students by Achievement Level, by Course and Gender 


Table 6. 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results, 
Performance of Academically Gifted, Exceptional, 
Limited English Proficient and Title I Students, by Course 


Table 7. 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results, 
Performance of Students Using Accommodations, by Course 


Table 8. 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results, 
Participation of Students with Special Needs** 


Table 9. 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results, 
Characteristics and Performance of Students Taking Algebra I 


Pee ercescsessesocoseseses 


SOSH OSH SESE DORE SE OOSSESOSES OOS EHESOSES 


CO COH CHOSE EROS ESEE EEE OSES EEHESEEES 


POPC SH HOHE EHO SEO DOESESESEEDESES SE EEE DESO EEESESEOEEOSS 


POPP eee ee reresesosseeeeeeseseeee 


Table 10. 


Table 11. 


Table 12. 


Table 13. 


Table 14. 


Table 15. 


Table 16. 


Table 17. 


Table 18. 


Table 19. 


Table 20. 


Table 21. 


wabler.: 


Table 23. 


Table 24. 


Table 25. 


Table 26. 


Table 27. 


Table 28. 


2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results, 


Characteristics and Performance of Students Taking Algebra ID ...........c.ccscscsesseseseeceeeeeees 196 
2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results, 
Characteristics and Performance of Students Taking Biology...............c..cccsssccsssssesssseseeees 197 
2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results, 


Characteristics and Performance of Students Taking Chemistry................:ccccccccscesseeeees 198 


2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results, 
Characteristics and Performance of Students Taking Economic, 


PSC al SANG LOUNCAIES V SUCH sameeren metres tert seas. ce aueminer, settee teens isnt esr dok nev feast orca eecer re 199 
2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results, 
Characteristics and Performance of Students Taking English I... ceccceececeeeeeeeeees 200 
2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results, 
Characteristics and Performance of Students Taking Geometry ................ccccccceeeseeeesseees 201 
2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results, 
Characteristics and Performance of Students Taking Physical Science ...............ceseeees 202 
2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results, 
Characteristics and Performance of Students Taking Physics ...0..........cccsesseeessceeeeeeeeees 203 
2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results, 
Characteristics and Performance of Students Taking U.S. History 0.0.0... ee eeeeeeeees 204 
2000-01 End-of-Course Goal Summary Report, Algebra I... eee ee cesses eeeseeeceeeeeee 205 
2000-01 End-of-Course Goal Summary Report, Algebra ID oo... eee eee eeseeeeeeeeeeeeees 206 
2000-01 End-of-Course Goal Summary Report, Biology..............cesscesseesseeesseeseeeeseeeeees 207 
2000-01 End-of-Course Goal Summary Report, Chemistry ..............:ccsceseseesseeeseeeeeeeees 208 
2000-01 End-of-Course Goal Summary Report, Economic, Legal, and 
Political SS VSCCI is eemtrerte: sae trek ce Milas ete accede te ncsecy scat Men tngs staat Ree eens c eRe cc thd 209 
2000-01 End-of-Course Goal Summary Report, English 1......................s:ssssscsssseesssresees 210 
2000-01 End-of-Course Goal Summary Report, GeOMetry...............ccceeescceseseeeseeeeeeeeeeees Z11 
2000-01 End-of-Course Goal Summary Report, Physical Science............c.eseeeeseeeeeeees 212 
2000-01 End-of-Course Goal Summary Report, PHYSICS.....................ccoccccsssscesnscoressenees 213 
2000-01 End-of-Course Goal Summary Report, U.S. History... ee eeeseeeeeeeeseeeees 214 


Vi 


Table 29. 2000-01 End-of-Course Distribution of Scale Scores, Algebra I...........:.:ssesssseseeseeseees 215 


Table 30. 2000-01 End-of-Course Distribution of Scale Scores, Algebra Il ............:sseseeeeseeseeseeeee 217 
Table 31. 2000-01 End-of-Course Distribution of Scale Scores, Biology ..............::ssseeeecessreeeeceees 218 
Table 32. 2000-01 End-of-Course Distribution of Scale Scores, Chemistry .............::ccsseceseeeeseeeees 219 
Table 33. 2000-01 End-of-Course Distribution of Scale Scores, 

Economic, Legalfand Polticalas VstemsSiainec.-cessvestvensse ene) facets -deg ree Perea einen 220 
Table 34. 2000-01 End-of-Course Distribution of Scale Scores, English I ...............ceeceeceesseeeseeees fea | 
Table 35. 2000-01 End-of-Course Distribution of Scale Scores, GeOMetry..............cceeseeeseeeseeeees 222 
Table 36. 2000-01 End-of-Course Distribution of Scale Scores, Physical Science..................... 223 
Table 37. 2000-01 End-of-Course Distribution of Scale Scores, PHYySICS...............:cccceseeceeeeeeeeeeees 224 
Table 38. 2000-01 End-of-Course Distribution of Scale Scores, U.S. History..............eeeeeeeeeeees Pia 


Table 39. 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results, 
Algebra Mean SCaleesCOTe DY EA iiceiie ates: ceyesstncecdésnanensacesee tetra n on th: Mette tenn 226 


Table 40. 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results, 


Algebra MeanscaleSCOte DVeleLA tccsserstegesisecastecescocce sus su ncees 0 eaten aee eoeeeee DI 

Table 41. 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results, 
Biology. — Mean sCale;score Dy LEA ee se se, cc seeerceiessclilaeecetact ee ee 228 

Table 42. 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results, 
Chemist y-mVic at, SCdIC SCOLC DV Amie ettretscttsacsccetaceesassescssn treatment tee ene 229 

Table 43. 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results, 
Economic, Legal, and Political Systems — Mean Scale Score by LEA ...............ccceceeeeee 230 

Table 44. 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results, 
Enslishiles Mean scale score DVIGE Air te gle atl 2. eo ueakss este eee ee fay 

Table 45. 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results, 
Geometry — Mean Scale SCOre DY Ist Are otters hace scecetsevcacelsssdesscis.c cer entero Aon 

Table 46. 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results, 
PhysicaliScience:—Vieaniscalem cores vile Agitn ies cecrrs cote eee 235 


Vil 


Table 47. 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results, 


Physics — Mean Scale Score by LEA 


Table 48. 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results, 


U.S. History —- Mean Scale Score by LEA 


List of Figures 


Introductory Figures 


Intro. Figure 1. 
Intro. Figure 2. 


Intro. Figure 3. 


Intro. Figure 4. 


Intro. Figure 3): 


Intro. Figure 6. 


Intro. Figure 7. 


Intro. Figure 8. 


Intro. Figure 9. 


1996-97 to 2000-01 Grade 3 Pretest Multiple-Choice Results, 
Percent of Students at Each Achievement Level in Reading 


1996-97 to 2000-01 Grade 3 Pretest Multiple-Choice Results, 
Percent of Students at Each Achievement Level in Mathematics 


1992-93 to 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results, 
Percent of Students at Each Achievement Level in Reading, 


PACTOSSHAICITOCOS AB ac |e ses wom e honk, 8 ita SI alee, Aa8s thee lknn et eee, Wons seca sadeessses- 


1992-93 to 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results, 
Percent of Students at Each Achievement Level in Mathematics, 


ACTOSSBAU EG AdeSUES, Memes seek Per Pa tooo, EE UA Eto as fetes cole aces biblibckddcboassaassenes 


1992-93 to 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results, 
Percent of Students At or Above Achievement Level II, 


Reatin grancaviatlciidlicsmULadcsisc semaines ict ctccs eetesessce tes aceeeees 


1992-93 to 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results, 
Percent of Students At or Above Level II 


in) DOR cadincranc Viathiematl CSM Gr adlestS-Gaetrisee tata et eee teetece caleces-nccectnee sess 


1992-93 to 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results, 
Percent of Students At or Above Level III 


in BothikeadinsiandiMathematics% Grades: 3-Gi ti sic: steers ess cab acerssesenreeanseesovneee 


1992-93 to 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results, 
Percent of Students At or Above Level III in Both Reading and Mathematics, 


Grades Mes aLOG BlaCKrandaw Nite, Stluicent sie. snrcsw terete ese saceetU ets caste des icccscsconcesee 


1992-93 to 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results, 
Percent of Students At or Above Level III in Both Reading and Mathematics, 


Gradesssese by Ethnicity steerer terre 20. 2021, pate a 2. See 


Intro. Figure 10. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results: 


Minimum, Maximum, Median and Mean Reading Scale Scores, 


CAGE SIAZOMD YOELITIC! Veron ee eterenns teeter ete M ra satire eset cpecerersactises tance sbstsert 


SOOO HEHE SESE EE ETE HOEH OEE EE EEE ES EE SESE EEEEEEEEEHHEEEEEESEEEEESEEEEEEEEES 


POSSE OTHE ESSE EE HHHEEE EEE ESEEEHEESE SEES EEOEEHE ESSE EEEEES EEE ES 


SOOT SCS OEE H EES OSE SESE EEE EEEEEEEe 


Ceerceecccccscescoreessene 


Intro. Figure 11. 


Intro. Figure 12. 


Intro. Figure 13. 


Intro. Figure 14. 


Intro. Figure 15. 


Intro. Figure 16. 


Intro. Figure 17. 


Intro. Figure 18. 


Intro. Figure 19. 


2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results, 
Minimum, Maximum, Median and Mean Mathematics Scale Scores, 
Grades 3-85 Dy Ethnicity. ccs i.ts-c-stbecoves-detececrs dec latevoat sect steseteewesaideWnsesscoaassandams 11 


1992-93 to 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results, 
Percent of Students At or Above Level III in Both Reading and Mathematics, 
Grades'3-3) DY DisabDilityitie. 2o.cc1-c.scc2+.ansssersotcosoonnctsosscocesvuccnsorWateenns saseshas-segtenaaaee 12 


1997-99 to 2000-01 North Carolina High School Comprehensive Multiple- 
Choice Test Results, Percent of Students at Each Achievement Level in 
Readings. 25... te eee 8 eis sto). pode, th Ae can re 13 


1997-98 to 2000-01 North Carolina High School Comprehensive 
Multiple-Choice Test Results, Percent of Students at Each Achievement 
Level in-Mathematics eer ecg 202002800 ee eg enert ateeedstni titers a3 


1994-95 to 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results, 

Percent of Scores at Each Achievement Level in Ten Core Courses* 

(Algebra I; Algebra II; Biology; Chemistry; Economic, Legal, & Political 
Systems; English I; Geometry; Physical Science; Physics and U.S. History) ...... 14 


1994-95 to 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results, 
Percent of Students ‘AtionAbove Levelllll, by: Course** aii a ccc.ceeceee se esses 19 


1994-95 to 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results, 

Percent of Students At or Above Level II Across the Five Core Courses** 
(Algebra I; Biology; Economic, Legal, and Political Systems; English I and U.S. 
History), for Black and White Students 


1994-95 to 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results, 

Percent of Students At or Above Level II Across the Five Core Courses* 
(Algebra I; Biology; Economic, Legal, and Political Systems; English I and U.S. 
History) SOY Etnmicily renee: Corti eee ttcs 5. 0:.ccrsessocoestsncsreenterieatetete eee 20 


1994-95 to 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results, 

Percent of Students At or Above Level III Across the Five Core Courses* 
(Algebra I; Biology; Economic, Legal, & Political Systems; English I and U.S. 
Flistory)# by Disability Meiers ter, cee. tee ee tices seeessstwcttsccccsetesseshecccees nena ereaeee 21 


Grade 3 Pretest Results 
Figure 1. 1996-97 to 2000-01 Grade 3 Pretest Multiple-Choice Results, Percent of Students 
IAL Or ADOVEILEVCl at Read ee Dy EeCOICIU Vs trees crtt.c.s.-ccscsescaesscctar sss ete eee eee 28 


Figure 2. 1996-97 to 2000-01 Grade 3 Pretest Multiple-Choice Results, Percent of Students At or 
Above Levelilll im Mathematicsaby Ethnicity stcse yer tyes tesscare es os-.c,e ere 28 


1x 


Figure 3. 2000-01 Grade 3 Pretest Multiple-Choice Results, Percent of Students At or Above 
Veverlilimkedcmocancuylatnematcs soy Ethnicit ysis scum osccceu seem ete. otk sect cee: 29 


Figure 4. 2000-01 Grade 3 Pretest Multiple-Choice Results, Percent of Students At or Above 
LevelilliiniReadingaby. Gender and Ethnicity i ay. Sheen. 28. 2 HPC res Bet:.: 30 


Figure 5. 2000-01 Grade 3 Pretest Multiple-Choice Results, Percent of Students At or 
Above Level II in Mathematics, by Gender and Ethnicity...............cccesescesscesssscessseseeeees 31 


Figure 6. zv00-01 Grade 3 Pretest Multiple-Choice Results, Percent of Students at Each 
Achievement lecvellimh caging spy Gender and EInnicity 2c0.,..s2.0c1eet0e:<esessssceesvecesssstertnee: a2 


Figure 7. 2000-01 Grade 3 Pretest Multiple-Choice Results, Percent of Students at Each 
Achievement Level in Mathematics, by Gender and Ethnicity.............cesseecesseesecceeeeeeees 33 


End-of-Grade Test Results 


Figure 1. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results, Percent of Students at 
Each Achievement Level in Reading, Grades 3-8 Combined, by Ethnicity ...........000000..0... 53 


Figure 2. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results, Percent of Students at 
Each Achievement Level in Mathematics, Grades 3-8 Combined, by Ethnicity ................ 54 


Figure 3. 1992-93 to 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results, Percent of 
Students At or Above Levels II in Reading and Mathematics, Grades 3-8 .....00.. eee 5 


Figure 4. 1992-93 to 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results, Percent of 
Students At or Above Level IJ in Both Reading and Mathematics, Grades 3-8 ................ Dil 


Figure 5. 1992-93 to 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results, Percent of 
Students At or Above Level III in Both Reading and Mathematics, 
Gradeses-4 Comp nccmD yee UIDICILYwngremt. heen eect det ls tae, sedge seocoesnceessuseenesne sete 59 


Figure 6. 1992-93 to 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results, Percent of 
Students At or Above Level III in Both Reading and Mathematics, 
Grades. aC Olnipined aby, Gence ieee. eee etree, tee ees ts. contac teseeeaetee veaseacaseanevesses 61 


Figure 7a. 1992-93 to 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results, Percent of 
Students At or Above Level III in Both Reading and Mathematics, Grade 3, 
DY Ethical yan Wersecare es vecet rere tose ee tees ae eee tee case cettee seta ecstestecstdecsetotureseeites 62 


Figure 7b. 1992-93 to 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results, Percent of 
Students At or Above Level III in Both Reading and Mathematics, Grade 3, 
DYPEChnicity eee ee ener ee rr Cree ENE Ne Tn,Lesteeatte ot heah ee naktnasonnsanvoensecch 64 


Figure 7c. 


Figure 8a. 


Figure 8b. 


Figure 8c. 


Figure 9a. 


Figure 9b. 


Figure 9c 


Figure 10. 


Figure 11 


Figure 12. 


Figure 13. 


Figure 14. 


Figure 15. 


1992-93 to 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results, Percent of 
Students At or Above Level II in Both Reading and Mathematics, Grade 3, 
by Gender 


1992-93 to 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results, Percent of 
Students At or Above Level III in Both Reading and Mathematics, Grade 5, 
by Ethnicity 


1992-93 to 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results, Percent of 
Students At or Above Level III in Both Reading and Mathematics, Grade 5, 
by Ethnicity 


1992-93 to 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results, Percent of 
Students At or Above Level II in Both Reading and Mathematics, Grade 5, 
by Gender 


1992-93 to 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results, Percent of 
Students At or Above Level III in Both Reading and Mathematics, Grade 8, 
by Ethnicity 


1992-93 to 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results, Percent of 
Students At or Above Level III in Both Reading and Mathematics, Grade 8, 
by Ethnicity 


. 1992-93 to 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results, Percent of 


Students At or Above Level II in Both Reading and Mathematics, Grade 8, 
by Gender 


1997-98 to 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results, Percent of 
Students At or Above Level I in Both Reading and Mathematics, 
Cohort Companison;,Gradep3ito Grade Ose 22.17% fect. 5. cecsctl, ee eee 76 


. 1995-96 to 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results, Percent of 


Students At or Above Level If in Both Reading and Mathematics, 
Cohort Comparison) Grades to, Grade Sak. 1.7 2k. |. uid 5.2 eee hd 


2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results, Percent of Students At or Above 
Level III in Both Reading and Mathematics, Grades 3-8, by Gender and Ethnicity 


2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results, Percent of Students At or Above 
Level Ill in Both Reading and Mathematics, Grade 3, by Gender and Ethnicity 


2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results, Percent of Students At or Above 
Level Ill in Both Reading and Mathematics, Grade 5, by Gender and Ethnicity............. 
2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results, Percent of Students At or Above 
Level If in Both Reading and Mathematics, Grade 8, by Gender and Ethnicity 


eer eeeeeeeeee 


Xi 


Figure 16. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results, Percent of Students at Each 
Achievement Level in Reading, Grades 3-8 Combined, by Gender and Ethnicity.......... 82 


Figure 17. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results, Percent of Students at Each 
Achievement Level in Mathematics, Grades 3-8 Combined, by Gender and Ethnicity...83 


Figure 18. 1992-93 to 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results, Gains in Mean Scale 
SCOMESEa Cadi NC MCITAUCS a Ge ettMet renin Ch wiccs cde ete teoas cus seteents atta ct he etocattetstcteceese ee tes 84 


Figure 19. 1992-93 to 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results, Gains in 
Mean Scaletscoreser ViatnematicSuGrades S-Sitr:,.2fcc:,.tecc..ccasnsnecveede south sencuseousdersstteasettass 84 


High School Comprehensive Test Results 
Figure 1. 1999-00 to 2000-01 North Carolina High School Comprehensive Multiple-Choice 


Test Results, Percent of Students At or Above Level III in Reading, by Ethnicity.......... 150 


Figure 2. 1999-00 to 2000-01 North Carolina High School Comprehensive Multiple-Choice 
Test Results, Percent of Students At or Above Level II in Mathematics, by Ethnicity ..150 


Figure 3. 2000-01 North Carolina High School Comprehensive Multiple-Choice Test Results, 
Percent of Students At or Above Level I in Reading and Mathematics, by Ethnicity....151 


Figure 4. 2000-01 North Carolina High School Comprehensive Multiple-Choice Test Results, 
Percent of Students At or Above Level II in Reading, by Gender and Ethnicity............. ep 


Figure 5. 2000-01 North Carolina High School Comprehensive Multiple-Choice 
Test Results, Percent of Students At or Above Level II in Mathematics, 
DyPGenCe pearicee ulicl v awememertentennmetnte te: Mere scesessiscsrenciet rec strctecscserscasscsorsoteseereneeteuerett> 153 


Figure 6. 2000-01 North Carolina High School Comprehensive Multiple-Choice 
Test Results, Percent of Students at Each Achievement Level in Reading, 
wate OS rerh a (oT Va Tal LEGALITY sho seecsatee GOR yA ORI WS RIV el a RR WE ORE a La NIE 154 


Figure 7. 2000-01 North Carolina High School Comprehensive Multiple-Choice 
Test Results, Percent of Students at Each Achievement Level in Mathematics, 
DYE TICC aC cesEN CU Vien teenie em MT sete feat he Seen ar cue ere tis3s cc suasce sees cece sete vas saaseocenaseees LoD 


End-of-Course Test Results 
Figure 1. 1998-99 to 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results, 
Percent of Students At or Above Level I in Algebra I, by Ethnicity «0.0... 176 


Figure 2. 1998-99 to 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results, Percent of Students 
AuorA Dove Veveu lings] CebrailiaD yee CONIC Yc oeetee Mice etna gates nt ele aee s 176 


Figure 3. 1998-99 to 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results, Percent 
OPS LUcENnts Al On Above: Levcllllainebiology, Dy, LENniCitys.....cerss-sessecsscevecereseeveneeesseepers Lh 


XU 


Figure 4. 


Figure 5. 


Figure 6. 


Figure 7. 


Figure 8. 


Figure 9. 


1998-99 to 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results, Percent of Students 

At or Above Level I in Chemistry, by Ethnicity .............-:csscsssseseeseesretseensseeteeeeeneaennaes L77 
1998-99 to 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results, Percent 

of Students At or Above Level III in Economic, Legal, and Political Systems, 

Dy GHIiCi ty resected te ere Pee areca c scaler beat cvsqsessqtupartsvesaseoe+tery sates triaeotr naan annie tae 178 
1998-99 to 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results, Percent 

of Students At or Above Level III in English I, by Ethnicity ...........::sscscssessesssseseesseseeees 178 
1998-99 to 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results, Percent of Students 
Atior Above Vevel [lin Geometry, by Ethnicity 20. .s20.20...00s2.22ts Sateen eteteae nse esaevaseates 179 
1998-99 to 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results, Percent of Students 
Aton Above LevelsIil in\Physical Science, by Ethnicity... 2c:ss.:+.:..s0¢:1e-cer tee treree-wsece tees yee) 
1998-99 to 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results, Percent of Students at 
onAbove Level Il in Physics, by Ethnicity, <, 20: s.22s.:45-900.des0ac0s-sngsccuPestacee- taeeetes aes eceateaat 180 


Figure 10. 1998-99 to 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results, Percent 


of Students At or Above Level III for U.S. History, by Ethnicity... eee 180 


Figure 11. 1998-99 to 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results, Percent 


of Students At or Above Level III Across the Five Core Courses* (Algebra I; 
Biology; Economic, Legal, and Political Systems; English I and U.S. History), 
Dy EUnnicity 4.5.5 h ee ccts seatee coe eens es lee tines AGES, aes oh cae 181 


Figure 12. 1998-99 to 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results, Percent 


of Students At or Above Level III Across the Five Core Courses* (Algebra I; 
Biology; Economic, Legal, and Political Systems; English I and U.S. History), 
Dy Geri de tee eet rege os een eget cts tie teense tee ade ceeae sea sk UP fai ck bsg ee ee 181 


Xili 


INTRODUCTION 


The 2000-01 North Carolina State Testing Results document provides 
information on student performance at the state, regional and school system levels on the 
following multiple-choice tests administered as components of the 2000-01 North 
Carolina Testing Program: grade 3 pretest (reading and mathematics), end-of-grade tests 
(grades 3-8 in reading and mathematics) high school comprehensive test (grade 10 in 
reading and mathematics), and end-of-course tests (high school subjects). The figures 
and tables in this document were generated using student test data from the grade 3 
pretest fall 2000 test administration; the end-of-grade spring 2001 test administration; the 
high school comprehensive spring 2001 test administration; and the end-of-course 
summer 2000, fall 2000 and spring 2001 test administrations. These test data were 
generated from raw data files provided by each local education agency (LEA), including 
charter schools. Some minor duplication for end-of-course test data can occur when 
students re-take courses and, therefore, are required to re-take the test. Test data were 
reconciled with school systems’ test data through August 2001, the cutoff for the 2000-01 
school year reporting. 


The general focus of the 2000-01 State Testing Results is on student performance 
on multiple-choice tests administered during the 2000-01 school year. However, many 
data are reported across years in order to show gains and trends in student performance. 
Student absolute performance and growth are the key components of the State Board of 
Education’s ABCs of Public Education school-level accountability program. School- 
level accountability results are found in the State Report Card, which is published 
annually. 


State- and system-level results contained within this document may be used to 
make grade-to-grade, subject-to-subject and year-to-year comparisons. In addition, 
comparisons of developmental scale scores of cohort groups as they move through grades 
3-8 in reading and mathematics can be made. A variety of statistical descriptions, test 
scores and formats have been used to present the aggregate student data. Mean scale 
scores; the percent of students identified at the four achievement levels; the percent of 
students identified as Achievement Level III or above on the grade 3 pretest, end-of- 
grade tests in grades 3-8, the high school comprehensive test, and end-of-course tests are 
also presented. Information in this document may be used as a reference for educational 
stakeholders interested in making comparisons, conducting analyses and generating 
reports. 


In addition to the summary statistics, this document contains disaggregated test 
results for subgroups for the multiple-choice grade 3 pretest, end-of-grade tests, high 
school comprehensive test and end-of-course tests. The state-level goal summary reports 
serve as a curriculum reference of student performance on the curriculum goals across 
grades and subjects. These results represent average student performance on the 
curriculum competencies defined in the North Carolina Standard Course of Study. The 
frequency distributions provide state-level summary statistics for 2000-01. 


End-of-course testing began as a part of the North Carolina Testing Program in 
1985-86 with the first administration of the Algebra I test. Other high school subject tests 
were added over time until 1994-95 when the program included eleven tests: Algebra I; 
Algebra II; Biology; Chemistry; Economic, Legal, and Political Systems (ELPS); English 
I; English II; Geometry; Physical Science; Physics and U.S. History. In 1995-96, under 
the ABCs plan, end-of-course tests were reduced to include Algebra I; Biology; 
Economic, Legal, and Political Systems (ELPS); English I and U.S. History. For the 
2000-01 school year, the following ten end-of-course tests were mandated: Algebra I; 
Algebra II; Biology; Chemistry; Economic, Legal, and Political Systems; English I; 
Geometry; Physical Science; Physics and U.S. History. 


End-of-grade testing was implemented initially in 1992-93 when more 
challenging assessment strategies replaced the California Achievement Tests (1978-92). 
During the 2000-01 school year, end-of-grade tests administered as a component of the 
statewide accountability program included reading and mathematics multiple-choice tests 
in grades 3 through 8. The administration of the North Carolina Grade 3 Pretest began in 
1996-97. The High School Comprehensive Test of reading and mathematics began as a 
part of the North Carolina Testing Program in 1997-98. 


The purpose of this publication is to provide a longitudinal, comprehensive 
compendium of test results from grade 3 pretest, end-of-grade tests in grades 3-8, high 
school comprehensive test in grade 10 and end-of-course multiple-choice tests from 
1992-93 to 2000-01 with a focus on reports of the 2000-01 school year performance. As 
the public schools of North Carolina continue to implement the ABCs of public 
education, the State Testing Results documents student performance and provides the 
reader an opportunity to develop an overall perspective on absolute student achievement 
in North Carolina. 
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Intro. Figure 1. 1996-97 to 2000-01 Grade 3 Pretest Multiple-Choice Results 
Percent of Students at Each Achievement Level in Reading 
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Intro. Figure 2. 1996-97 to 2000-01 Grade 3 Pretest Multiple-Choice Results 
Percent of Students at Each Achievement Level in Mathematics 
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Notes: Due to rounding, data for some years may not add to 100%. 
*Level I/II and Level IIVIV percents are calculated based on actual N-counts and are not the sum of each percent. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in these figures. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Intro. Figure 3. 1992-93 to 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Percent of Students at Each Achievement Level in Reading 
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Intro. Figure 4. 1992-93 to 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Percent of Students at Each Achievement Level in Mathematics 
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N=501,336 =512,572 N=519,644 N=529,959 N=547,238 N=556,418 N=571,041 N=582,005 N=593,667 


Notes: Due to rounding, data for some years may add to 100%. 
*Level I/II adn Level III/IV percents are calculated based on N-counts and are not the sum of each percent. 
**The North Carolina mathematics tests measure the competencies in the 1998 North Carolina mathematics curriculum beginning in the 2000-01 school year. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in these figures. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Intro. Figure 5. 1992-93 to 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Percent of Students At or Above Level III 
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Percent of Students At or Above Level III in Both Reading and Mathematics 


Intro. Figure 6. 1992-93 to 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results 
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ote: *The North Carolina mathematics tests measure the competencies in the 1998 North Carolina mathematics curriculum beginning in the 2000-01 school year. 


Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in these figures. 


Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Notes: *The North Carolina mathematics tests measure the competencies in the 1998 North Carolina mathematics curriculum beginning in the 2000-01 school year. 


Intro. Figure 7. 1992-93 to 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Percent of Students At or Above Level III in Both Reading and Mathematics 
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Intro. Figure 8. 1992-93 to 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Percent of Students At or Above Level III in Both Reading and Mathematics 


Grades 3-8, for Black and White Students 
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**N counts equal the number of students At or Above Level III in both reading and mathematics for 2000-01. Previous years are comparable. 
The inclusion of Black and White ethnic groups in this figure reflects their status as the largest ethnic groups in the state. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in these figures. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Intro. Figure 13. 1997-98 to 2000-01 North Carolina High School Comprehensive 
Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Percent of Students at Each Achievement Level in Reading 
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Intro. Figure 14. 1997-98 to 2000-01 North Carolina High School Comprehensive 
Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Percent of Students at Each Achievement Level in Mathematics 
100 
a 16.0 \ 
80 
54.9%* 

70 

60 J 

50 

40 arsenecess 

30 £30.28 

20 BEN 451% 

10 14.9 

1997-98 
N=73,635 . N=75,527 N=77,096 N=80,492 
s: Due to rounding, data for some years may not add to 100%. 


*Level I/II and Level IIV/IV percents are calculated based on actual N-counts and are not the sum of each percent. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this figure. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Intro. Figure 15. 1994-95 to 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Percent of Scores at Each Achievement Level in the Ten Core Courses* 
(Algebra I; Algebra II; Biology; Chemistry; Economics, Legal, & Political Systems; 
English I; Geometry; Physical Science; Physics and U.S. History) 


Percent of Scores 


Percent of Scores 





N=82,577 N=85,411 N=65,725 


ZY 
i Level I be Level 1 Y Level III & Level 1 


Notes: * Beginning in the 1998-99 school year Algebra II, Chemistry, Geometry, Physical Science and Physics were mandated statewide; data for these 
tests are not available for 1994-95 through 1997-98. 
**Level I/II and Level IIVTV percents are calculated based on actual N-counts and are not the sum of each percent. 
Due to rounding, data for some courses may not add to 100%. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in these figures. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Intro. Figure 15. 1994-95 to 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Percent of Scores at Each Achievement Level in the Ten Core Courses* 
(Algebra I; Algebra II; Biology; Chemistry; Economic, Legal, & Political Systems; 
English I; Geometry; Physical Science; Physics and U.S. History) (continued) 
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Percent of Scores 
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Algebra I 







N=83,777 N=82,611 N=89,500 N=68,613 
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Algebra I 
N=83,124 


U.S. History 
N=68,341 





G 
ia Level I Ee Level II G Level II ie Level IV 


Notes: *Beginning in the 1998-99 school year Algebra II, Chemistry, Geometry, Physical Science and Physics were mandated statewide, data for these tests are not available for 1994-95 through 1997-98. 
**Level I/II and III/IV percents are calculated based on actual N-counts and are not the sum of each percent. Data for 1996-97 Algebra and Biology reflect changes made after publication of the 1996-97 
Report Card. Due to rounding, data for some courses may not add to 100%. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in these figures. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Tesing Section. 
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Intro. Figure 15. 1994-95 to 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Percent of Scores at Each Achievement Level in the Ten Core Courses* 
(Algebra I; Algebra II; Biology; Chemistry; Economic, Legal, & Political Systems; English I; 
Geometry; Physical Science; Physics and U.S. History) (continued) 


100 





Percent of Scores 


20 


10 





100 


Percent of Scores 


| 
| 
| 
| 


416% re “4 21.4 aoe 
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i: 1 


Physical Science Physics U.S. History 
N=67,397 N=11,221 N=70,187 


a Level I Fe Level II Ui Level II [aa] Level IV 


Notes: * Beginning in the 1998-99 school year Algebra II, Chemistry, Geometry, Physical Science and Physics were mandated statewide; data for these 
tests are not available for 1994-95 through 1997-98. 
**Level I/II and Level III/IV percents are calculated based on actual N-counts and are not the sum of each percent. 
Due to rounding, data for some courses may not add to 100%. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in these figures. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Intro. Figure 15. 1994-95 to 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Percent of Scores at Each Achievement Level in the Ten Core Courses* 
(Algebra I; Algebra II; Biology; Chemistry; Economic, Legal, & Political Systems; English I; 
Geometry; Physical Science; Physics and U.S. History) (continued) 
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Algebra I 
N=90,109 





Physical Science i U.S. History 





N=67,066 N=70,930 


ni Level I FS Level II Level II iG Level IV 


Notes: * Beginning in the 1998-99 school year Algebra II, Chemistry, Geometry, Physical Science and Physics were mandated statewide; data for these 
tests are not available for 1994-95 through 1997-98. 
**Level I/II and Level II/IV percents are calculated based on actual N-counts and are not the sum of each percent. 
Due to rounding, data for some courses may not add to 100%. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in these figures. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Intro. Figure 15. 1994-95 to 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Percent of Scores at Each Achievement Level in the Ten Core Courses* 
(Algebra I; Algebra II; Biology; Chemistry; Economic, Legal, & Political Systems; English I; 
Geometry; Physical Science; Physics and U.S. History) (continued) 


2000-01 








N= 94,707 N= 65,480 N= 39,182 N= 10,948 N= 73,742 





Notes: * Beginning in the 1998-99 school year Algebra II, Chemistry, Geometry, Physical Sscience and Physics were mandated statewide; data for these 
tests are not available for 1994-95 through 1997-98. 
**Level I/II and Level II/IV percents are calculated based on actual N-counts and are not the sum of each percent. 
Due to rounding, data for some courses may not add to 100%. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in these figures. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Intro. Figure 16. 1994-95 to 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results 


Percent of Students At or Above Level III 
by Course** 


57.0 nell cotnctscescesseee- 57.0 fae een a ie NNN MNMT Cctncncsess%7e0-/ cs sncslonasucasenessnsasassan) 
Cedehsussescascerictneassseasseaete o 

eps ey) eo ae 
SP PES BENE 5. 

51.0 

49.4 49.5 49.6 ee a a elk - 

Ss ee SE ae 50 
a on 
~~ [ass 
455 


1997-98 1998-99 1999-00 2000-01 


Intro. Figure 17. 1994-95 to 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Percent of Students At or Above Level III Across the Five Core Courses** 
(Algebra I; Biology; Economic, Legal, and Political Systems; English I and U.S. History) 


100 for Black and White Students 
90 
80 
15.7 
714 5 PD N=213,170 
69.8 
g 70 ‘fie ed renee ey 
5 66.4 65. 65.9 
LL 
E White 616 625.0 = ee N=285,824 
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Ss 60 56.9 
= 56.2 54.9 
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mm 50 
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40 
33.5 
Black 
30 


; | 1994-95 1995-96 T1996-97* T 1997-98 1998-99 1999-00 | 2000-01 


Notes: *Data for 1996-97 Algebra I and Biology reflect changes made after publication of the 1996-97 Report Card. 
**As of 1998-99, five additional courses were mandated. Since there are no data available from 1994-95 through 1997-98 for these five courses, they are not included in this figure. 
The inclusion of Black and White ethnic groups in this figure reflects their status as the largest ethnic groups in the state. 
N counts equal the number of students At or Above Level III across the five courses for 2000-01; previous years are comparable. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in these figures. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Figure 1. 1996-97 to 2000-01 Grade 3 Pretest Multiple-Choice Results 
Percent of Students At or Above Level III in Reading 
by Ethnicity 
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Figure 2. 1996-97 to 2000-01 Grade 3 Pretest Multiple-Choice Results 
Percent of Students At or Above Level III in Mathematics 
by Ethnicity 
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Figure 3. 2000-01 Grade 3 Pretest Multiple-Choice Results 
Percent of Students At or Above Level III in Reading and Mathematics 
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Note: Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this figure. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Figure 6. 2000-01 Grade 3 Pretest Multiple-Choice Results 
Percent of Students at Each Achievement Level in Reading 
by Gender and Ethnicity 
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Figure 7. 2000-01 Grade 3 Pretest Multiple-Choice Results 
Percent of Students at Each Achievement Level in Mathematics 
by Gender and Ethnicity 
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Table 4. 2000-01 Grade 3 Pretest Multiple-Choice Results 
Performance of Academically Gifted, Exceptional, Limited English Proficient and Title I Students 


Percent Ator Percent At or Average Average 
Number Above Level III Above Level III ScaleScore Scale Score 
Category Tested Percent** Reading Mathematics Reading Mathematics*** 
All Students 102,200 100.0 7a! 12 138.9 236.1 
Not Exceptional 87,312 85.7 73.1 80.3 139.0 236.1 
Academically Gifted 4,304 4.2 98.5 99.3 149.3 246.4 
Students with Disabilities 10,247 10.1 43.4 61.5 133.4 2aoeb 
Behaviorally-Emotionally Handicapped 563 0.6 36.1 54.1 NB PAL 230.5 
Hearing Impaired 135) 0.1 55.6 62.1 134.8 231.9 
Educable Mentally Handicapped 905 0.9 18.8 17.0 12973 224.4 
Specific Learning Disabled 4,602 4.5 35.4 64.5 132.1 232.4 
Speech-Language Impaired 2,819 2.8 64.5 73.0 1374 234.7 
Visually Impaired 54 0.1 50.0 722 134.9 233.8 
Other Health Impaired 970 1.0 43.4 61.4 13334) 2345 
Orthopedically Impaired 60 0.1 60.0 59.0 1355 230.5 
Traumatic Brain Injured 15. 0.0 vs iy “i 
Autistic 109 0.1 50.5 O77! 134.3 Zale 
Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled 1 0.0 ws + * * 
Multihandicapped iy) 0.0 he * * i 
Deaf-Blind 1 0.0 2 : : 2 
Section 504 410 0.4 58.5 71.8 135.9 Fa 
Limited English Proficient 2,150 Za 46.2 65.9 133.3 232.0 
Not Served by Titlel 57,285 56.1 76.4 84.3 140.3 237.6 
Schoolwide Title 1 Program 40,741 39.9 Go:2 dee USWA? 234.3 
Targeted Assistance 3,425 3.4 55.7 66.2 1355 232.9 
Migrant 859 0.8 55:2 66.2 135.0 25a 


Notes: *No scores are reported for groups with fewer than thirty students. 
**Percent for "Not Exceptional" through "Deaf-Blind" is based on the sum of the students in those categories. 
Percent for "Section 504" through "Migrant" is based on the number tested in the "All Students" category. 

"Not Exceptional," "Academically Gifted" and "Students with Disabilities" do not sum to "All Students" because some answer sheets did not 
indicate whether or not students were classified as exceptional. The "All Students" and "Not Exceptional" categories are added for 
comparison purposes. 

Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
***The adjusted achievement level ranges for mathematics generated in September 2001 were used to calculate all 2001 data. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Table 5. 2000-01 Grade 3 Pretest Multiple-Choice Results 
Performance of Students Using Accommodations 


Category 
All Students 
Braille Edition 
Large Print 


Assistive Technology 

Cranmer Abacus 

Dictation to Scribe 

Interpreter Signs Test** 
Magnification Devices 

Student Marks in Test Book 

Test Administrator Reads Test Aloud** 
Use of Typewriter or Word Processor 
Hospital/Home Testing 

Multiple Test Sessions 

Scheduled Extended Time 

Testing in a Separate Room 
English/Native Language Dictionary/ 
Electronic Translator 


Percent Ator Percent Ator Average Average 
Number Above Level III Above Level II) Scale Score Scale Score 
Tested Percent Reading Mathematics Reading Mathematics*** 
102,200 100.0 Gist 79.2 138.9 236.1 
63 0.3 50.8 66.7 1352 233.3 
34 0.1 B24 62.9 131.8 231.0 
120805 30.8 eee) 131.1 231.0 

22 0.1 ie i * * 

16 0.1 > > * * 
4,072 17.0 36.1 62.8 E5271 232.0 
5,441 22.8 30.4 63.2 Wye 232.0 
i ZbL) 99692 33.9 60.0 131.8 231.7 
6,186 25.9 36.1 62.9 132.0 252.0 
6714258257 35.5 62.0 132.0 231.8 

92 0.4 41.3 80.4 132.7 233.9 


Notes: * No scores are reported for groups with fewer than thirty students. 
**The "Interpreter Signs Test" and "Test Administrator Reads Test Aloud" accommodations are prohibited from use during the 
administration of state tests that measure reading skills. 
Accommodations are available for students with disabilities, limited English proficiency or temporary disabilities. 
***The adjusted achievement level ranges for mathematics generated in September 2001 were used to calculate all 2001 data. 
All data are rounded to the nearest tenth, therefore, accommodation categories may not sum to 100%. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Table 6. 2000-01 Grade 3 Pretest Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Participation of Students with Special Needs** 


Reading Mathematics 
Grade 3 Pretest Tested Percent Tested Percent 
Statewide* 106,621 100.0 106,621 100.0 
All Students with IEPs 12,398 11.6 12,398 11.6 
Standard Administration 10,247 9.6 10,247 9.6 
With Accommodations 6,150 5.8 6,150 5.8 
Alternate Assessments 
NCAAP*** 140 0.1 140 0.1 
Behaviorally-Emotionally Disabled 6 0.0 6 0.0 
Hearing Impaired 4 0.0 a 0.0 
Educable Mentally Disabled 31 0.0 31] 0.0 
Specitic Learning Disabled 7 0.0 q 0.0 
Speech-Language Impaired 1 0.0 1 0.0 
Visually impaired 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Other Health Impaired 5 0.0 a) 0.0 
Orthopedically Impaired 1 0.0 1 0.0 
Traumatic Brain Injured 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Autistic a2 0.0 32 0.0 
Severe/Protound Mentally Disabled 38 0.0 38 0.0 
Multihandicapped 15 0.0 15 0.0 
Deat-Blind : 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Trainable Mentally Disable 0 0.0 0 0.0 
All Students Identified Only Under Section 504** 436 0.4 436 0.4 
Standard Administration 410 0.4 411 0.4 
With Accommodations 285 0.3 285 0.3 
Alternate Assessments 
NCAAP#3% 4 0.0 4 0.0 
All Limited English Proficient Students** 3,007 2.8 3,007 2.8 
Standard Administration 2150 2.0 2,165 2.0 
With Accommodations L107 1.0 1,107 1.0 
Not Participating 
First Year 536 0.5 536 0.5 
Second Year 330 0.3 330 0.3 


Notes: *Actual student membership is used for the statewide N-counts. 
**Due to miscoding or rounding, some columns may not add up to the total. These data represent coding on the 2000-01 grade 3 pretest answer sheets. 
These data do not reflect the actual number of alternate assessments scored in the 2000-01 school year. 
***NCAAP is the North Carolina Alternate Assessment Portfolio. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Table 7. 2000-01 Grade 3 Pretest Goal Summary Report 


Developmental Score Number of #of Percent 
Mean Observations* Items Correct** 
READING (Average of Averages) 138.9 102,200 28 


GOAL 1: Use strategies and processes that enhance control 
of communications skills development. 0 


GOAL 2: Use language for the acquisition, interpretation, 
and application of information. 70 ooo 


Obj 2.1: Identify, collect or select information 
and ideas. a ee 57.6 


Obj 2.2: Analyze, synthesize, and organize information 
and ideas and discover related ideas, concepts 


or generalizations. 33 50.9 


Obj 2.3: Apply, extend and expand on information and 


concepts. 6 42.6 
GOAL 3: Use language for critical analysis and 
evaluation. 14 35.6 
MATHEMATICS (Average of Averages) 236.1 102,484 40 
Math Calculator Inactive 36 63.7 
Math Calculator Active 84 39:3 
GOAL 1: Identify and use numbers to less than 10,000. 45 64.6 


GOAL 2: Understand and use basic geometric properties and 
standard units of measurement. 42 592 


GOAL 3: Understand classification, pattern 


and seriation. 21 58.9 
GOAL 4: Understand data collection, display and interpretation. 12 53.4 
NUMBER OF D E F 
STUDENTS warner eee nee 


TAKING FORM 34,139 34,386 33,959 


Notes: * “Number of Observations” includes students who attempted at least one item on the test. 
**“ Percent Correct” is the number of correct responses to an item divided by the number of students who took that item summed over all 
items for a goal or objective divided by the number of items for that goal or objective. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 


3) 


Notes: *Students with valid scores are those students who attempted at least one item on the test. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 


Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Table 8. 2000-01 Grade 3 Pretest Distribution of Scale Scores - Reading 
NUMBER OF HIGHSCORE 162 
STUDENTS WITH 102,200 
VALID SCORES* LOW SCORE 119 
MEAN 138.9 STATE SCALE 
PERCENTILES SCORE 
STANDARD 90 150.51 
DEVIATION 8.4 75 145.53 
50 (MEDIAN) 138.67 
VARIANCE 71.1 25 131.18 
10 127.90 
FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION 
SCALE CUMULATIVE CUMULATIVE 1996 STATE 
SCORE FREQUENCY __ FREQUENCY PERCENT PERCENT PERCENTILE 
162 12 102200 0.01 100.00 99 
160 59 102188 0.06 99R99 99 
158 443 LOZLZS 0.43 MIO; 99 
157 484 101686 0.47 SIE) SH 99 
156 1008 101202 ORS SOR0Z 99 
L55 1599 100194 Bie 98.04 98 
154 316 28595 OSL 96.47 97 
BSS 2306 98279 ZaZe 96.16 96 
152 2162 25 o75 Pic, Mba OBO 94 
iiisyl 1856 exes al eo Z il WE; 92 
150 1658 OHO5S 1.62 89.98 90 
149 4135 90297 4.05 Soa35 88 
148 2652 86162 Ph IS) 84.31 85 
147 OO 2: 83511 a9 5 Sls 7/ae 83 
146 5004 81519 4.90 VDA 79 
145 3401 76515 3233 74.87 76 
144 2057 73114 2-01 71.54 13 
143 SOs) POST By BN) 69753 70 
142 4142 65348 4.05 63.94 65 
141 4424 61206 4.33 SCE 62 
140 OS 56782 ISH) 55D Oo oe) 
39 4519 54850 4.42 53.507, 56 
138 4611 DOS Sa Ar Da 49.25 52 
37, 1724 45720 1.69 44.74 49 
136 4605 43996 4.51 43.05 46 
ISHS 4153 39391 4.06 38.54 42 
134 1986 35238 1.94 34.48 40 
133 3764 33252 3.68 32.54 oy 
132 2108 29488 2.06 28.85 34 
1321 5644 27380 Sica ZO 30 
130 3679 21736 BRO Pk PAI) 25 
29 SS 18057 5-02 IPAS 20 
128 4502 2922 4.41 12.64 14 
127 4907 8420 4.80 8.24 8 
126 2008 3513 13916 3.44 4 
P25 244 1505 0.24 1.47 Z 
124 SS 1261 0.66 Ub GP 1 
123 308 586 0.30 0.57 1 
122 161 278 0.16 Ore 7 1 
wZu 65 LT 0.06 (Oleg bal il 
120 14 52 0.01 0.05 1 
LESS THAN 120 38 38 0.04 0.04 1 


Table 9. 2000-01 Grade 3 Pretest Distribution of Scale Scores - Mathematics 


NUMBER OF HIGH SCORE 260 

STUDENTS WITH 102,484 

VALID SCORES* LOW SCORE 211 

MEAN 236.1 STATE SCALE 

PERCENTILES SCORE 

STANDARD 90 246.80 

DEVIATION 8.1 75 241.90 
50 (MEDIAN) 235.83 

VARIANCE 65.5 25 230.59 
10 22555 


FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION 


SCALE CUMULATIVE CUMULATIVE 2000 STATE 
SCORE FREQUENCY FREQUENCY PERCENT PERCENT PERCENTILE 
260 74 102484 ORO7 100.00 og 
Zo9 64 102410 0.06 OOS 99 
257 270 102346 0.26 SOR ST JE) 
256 PA Ge 102076 (Ogi. SOROO Me, 
255 535 101864 C52 99.40 NS) 
253 3900 101329 0238 98.87 99 
252 944 100938 Oasyz 98.49 98 
Yaayal 620 99994 0.60 7) SN 
250 2160 99374 2 Alal SNS SY) 96 
249 2 97214 1.68 94.86 94 
248 965 95493 0.94 S/o dts 93 
247 3263 94528 eyo IMs) 92.24 al 
246 2374 91265 Bo Vee S905 88 
245 1243 88891 Is Bat 86.74 86 
244 3967 87648 B20 7 S15) 84 
243 4180 83681 4.08 81.65 80 
242 4374 PIDoOat 4.27 VY DI US 
241 4506 USMY 4.40 USs5u Wak 
240 4798 70621 4.68 689i 67 
239 4846 65823 4.73 64.23 62 
238 3265 60977 yeas, BS) 5 210) 58 
Zou 3214 SYA 3.14 So Sal DE 
236 4895 54498 4.78 5S} o alts) Si 
235 4860 49603 4.74 48.40 46 
234 4767 44743 4.65 43.66 41 
233 6085 39976 5.94 Saal 36 
232 4489 33891 4.38 Soh Oe 3 
Pei 4161 29402 4.06 28.69 27 
230 3878 25241 3) hs 24.63 23 
229 3662 21363 S}5 37) 20.85 ILS) 
228 3280 17701 B20 ALF = P50) 16 
227 1964 14421 iL 2 14.07 a3 
226 85 12457 ts WF IAS 5 IHS) Akal 
225) 2313 10642 Dis CF 10.38 S) 
224 2080 8269 2.03 8.07 7 
225 1260 6189 1 74S) 6.04 5 
222 HOSS 4929 ye O 4.81 4 
220 813 3894 as) 3.80 3 
220 1048 3081 OZ. $3 (Oak 2 
PAU) 728 2033 Om7 2: il She 2 
218 378 18305) Oars 7 dge2 i, il 
PAY B99 S20) Dose, 0.90 al 
216 204 528 0.20 Oe5Z 1 
215) 128 324 O22 ORS2 al 
214 83 196 0.08 ORL9 il 
213 az Abas} 0.03 0.11 al 
212 29 81 0.03 0.08 al 
Pasha DZ Bi OR05 0.05 al 


Notes: *Students with valid scores are those students who attempted at least one item on the test. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Figure 2. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results 


Percent of Students at Each Achievement Level in Mathematics 


Grades 3-8 Combined, by Ethnicity 


60 


56.6 


53.9 






? 
t™ 
N " 


45.8 


47.2 


46.9 





= \W«W&WQWQCWC(«C 


Yj 


50 
40 
0 


oO Oo 
N — 


sJUapnys Jo JUI0I0g 


54 


Achievement Level III Achievement Level IV 


Achievement Level II 


Achievement Level I 


EEF White 


Multi-Racial 
N=8,116 


el 


21,930 


N= 


Le Hispanic 


— 
— 
oe! 
t™ 
™ 
= 
Ul 
Z 


“< 

) 
& 
[ea 


N=10,336 


Ee Asian 


Ea American Indian 


Y State 





Notes: The State total is the total number of students tested in mathematics. 


oem 


, ee eee eee an So eee ee ee ee ee ee eee vt eee ee ek er es eee ee 


«10-0002 


sonNeUoy ey 


“UOI}DIG BUSI L/SAdIA1Ig AjfIqeyuNoDdy JO UOISIAIG [dGON ou Aq pasedaig 
‘QINSIJZ SIY) UT PapNyoul jou ae [QOZ IsNBNY 19}Je s[OOYS JoJIeYO pur SY qT] WOIY poAlaoos eye 
‘Ivak JOOYSS [9-OOOT OU} Ul SuUUIZIQ WIN|NTLIND SONLUIOYIEUL CUTTOILD YON B66] OY) Ul SatdUa}IdUIOD JY} JINSRdUL $}Sd} SONCUIOYJEU LUTTOIED YWON WYLx ‘SION 


00-6661 66-8661 | 7661 


wn 
o 
a=} 
} 
fam 
ie) 
+ 
o 
a=) 
oS 
bom 
ie 
Loe) 
o 
a=) 
& 
i 
ie) 


Sulpeoy soneUlsyje yy Suipeay sonewMaueyy SuIpeay 


Ni 
i 


| 
| 
| 


LLL 


ULL 


bie 
a 
in 


So 
c) 


CLL 
LLL LL LE 
UMM 


a 
=) 


CMLL 


a 
a 
+t 
SS 


_~ 
> 
. 


8°98 


Q-¢ SApBIH 
SIPVUIBYIVJAY Puv SUIPBIY UT [J] [PAI] VAOGY 10 JV SJUAPNjS Jo 3U9d.10g 
synsay 359, 29104)-2[d HINA @PeAyH-JO-PUT L0-0007 OF €6-Z66T “€ P4ANTLY 


se ee ee Pe Te eS ee eS eee ee 














VM 


we 
— 
—— 
———— 
a! 
i 
———) 
—— 
Sas 
—— 
aS 
—— 
——I 
<I 
— 
— 
woo 
Se 
—— 
—— 
——s 
— 
Ss 
a 
| 
1 
poset 
= 
—— 
— 
a 
— 
ee 
=a 
= 
— 
—— 
———7 
ae 
———s 
————7 
aed 
es 
—- 
— 
wees 
as 
— 
ee 
——— 
——— 
——4 
—— 
—J 
aoe 
=a 
—7 
= 
—s 
a 
a 
ee 
———7 
————t 
———s 
———I 
———s 
er 
———I 
7 
—— 
eet 
a 
es 
oe 
——4 
————t 
i 
—y 
—— 
Fea 
—— 
—— 
ees 
—- 
——— 
ad 
es 
—— 
as 
— 
— 
I 
es 
———— 
— 
ees 
——— 
—— 
cae 
—— 
— 
ae 


N 


i 

oS 
q 
= 





00r 


sjuapnys jo 3UI010g 


55 


«10-0002 


sonewoye 


\7 
$25 


% 
$6 


$5 


ree% 


$25 


c 
4% 


a0" 
SSS 
© 


te 


ere 


6°89 LL9Ll 


iM 
S252 


, 





19 





"UOI}N9G BUTS /SIdIAsag AjIQeyuNoddDY JO UOISIAIG [AGON Op Aq pasedaig 
‘AINSI SIU] UL PapNpoul jou se [QOZ IsN3Ny JoIJe spoOYds sJ9,IvYO puke Sy_AT WO poatsoas LEG 
‘seaX [OOYDS [9-OOOT OU) Ul BuIUUIZIQ WIN[NOLINS sONLUIIYIRUT BUTTOIED YVION QG6I PY) Ul SaTOUDJadWIOD OY) DINSEOUT S}S9} SONLUIDYIVU BUT[OILD YON UL» “S9ION 


co Yoo 
6-£661 WS £6-Z661 


86-L66I Ein 16-9661 96-S66T (oa S6-P66I 


8 9perh L epeiy 9 epeIy 


suiproy sonewoyye yy Buipeoy soneWoyeyy Suipeay 






TUM 
HOMIE 


N 
: 
\ 
N 
\ 
\ 
N 
\ 
\ 
\ 
\ 
\ 
\ 
\ 


UMMM 
HUNT 
QIN 


s 


CLL 


WML 


€ 


wm I 
S 
=) 
-) 
ah 


WML 


Se 
coal 


L7L OTL 





; : ESL 
| ale 6L5°6L 71g L083 MEIN'TS T'S 
creg 928 $78 678 


(panuInUuod) g-¢ sapBiy 
SIVULIYIV|A, PUB SUIPLAY UT [[] [PAI] ®AOGY 10 FV SJUIpNyS Jo yudd10g 
synsay 7S9L, dI0YD-a[dH IN] apv.sy-Jo-puy 10-0007 9} €6-Z66T “€ FANSIY 


OL 


0S 


09 


00T 


SJUIPNAS Jo UII10g 


56 


"UOI}DIG BUNSAL/SIDIAIG AjIqeyuNOdY JO UOISIAIG IGON 24} Aq poredaig 
‘QINSIJ SIY) UI PopNjoul jou dye [OOZ IsNSNY 19)Je s[OOYOS Joey pue syW_'] WoO’ paatoool LLG 
‘Teak [OOYIS [Q-OOOT OU} Ul ZuUUIZIG WN]NOLUNS soNLUIOYyIeUI BUTLOIVD YON B66] OY) Ul SdtdUa}adUIOD dy) JINSLOUL S}so} SOIPUIDYIU CUT[OIVD YON OY,» ‘SON 


10-0002 


00-6661 eS 66-8661 P| 86-L661 EH L6-9661 





96-S661 Z $6-r661 el v6-€661 Fe £6°-C661 S 





¢ IpeIH p 9peIH ¢€ 9PRIH 





Oc 





SJUIPNYS JO JUdoIAg 


7, 
N 
Ya) 


Si 





OL 
08 
06 
8-€ 9pely 
SIPVUIDYIV]| Puv SUIPLIY YO Ul [I] [PAd] PAOGY A0 }V S}JUIPNAS Jo JUI.10g 001 


sy[Nsay 3S9J, POY a[dy[N\| epvssy-jo-pugy [09-0007 9} €6-Z66T “p ANSI] 


mi 


ee ee Oa a et a 





V 49jj6 3[UUYVDd JIPCYI PUL SYWY"] WOIJ POATIOoI BIE 


SSeS tye DA Pw Sut Pez U3IOsth 





— — 0 weearey UPMD ME PUP IVES gu OSU PYG JOU 


‘reak [OOYDS [0-O0OZ OY) Ul SuIUUISAG WIN[NIILIND SONeWUIAYICUI VUT[OILD YWON YG6I OY) Ul Sa1OUDJadUIO JY) ANSLOUT $}S9} SONLUIOYJCU BUT[OIVD YWON OU. :S9ION 





8 speIH L 9peAg Q opRIH 





= 
_ 
WY 





co 
i] Wy 
oO 
3 
=f 
<3 
Nn 
: =i 
TPS e 
98g 8s a 
POL SOL OZ 
08 
06 
00! 
(panuyjuod) g-¢ sper 


SIPVUIIYIVIA] Puv SuIPVIy YOY UI J] [9A] DAY 10 JV SJUNpPNyS Jo U99.10g 
syNsay 3S9F, POY adn] epv.sy-jo-pugq 10-0007 91 €6-Z66T “hb PANS 


"UONDIG SuNSa/SAdAJVG AiyIquuNodoy JO UOISIAIG IdGON 2p Aq pasedoig 
‘2INB1y SIU) UL PapNjour yOu oe [QOZ ISNINY Joye spooyos JaIVYO puR SYq’] WOIJ Paatedos RVG 


‘S6-P661 PUL $6-€661 ‘€6-Z66] Ul paodas jou sioM As1OSaVed EIN’ Y-NINJAl OU JOJ SI[NSoyY °¢€G-766] Ul powodas you a19A\ SaLIOSa\vO OluLdsI}] PUL ULISY OY) JO} SIINSIYy» 
“AJUO BBP JeIS Vy) UL PayOdal 919M SJUSPNIS OWOS ‘d1OJaJ9Y} ‘PUR S}OdYS JOMSUR JWEPN}s BWOS UO Papod jou sem AjIDIUYJS 9sNeIEq ,, AJ ‘IIT 124A] N,, PUL ,,PASAL N,, 28S Oy} 0} INS JOU Op sa1JOSa}vO AorUYIA JOJ ,, AT ‘II [PAA] N,, PUB ,,PAS2L N,, 
“Ieak [OOYIS [0-OONOT OU) UI LUN[NILNS soNLUIIyeU BUT[OIED YON B66] OY} Ut SaIdUdJaduIOD aU) JINSBOU s}S9) SONLUUOYPBUU BUIFOIRD YON Ly ‘SON 




















191 6SZ S76'l LEL‘S vZL‘09 FIP 68C'€ C8E9EE Al ‘IIT 12497 N 
LSEOSE 90I1‘€ Ors ‘Ol 61 I8SI 089‘L 106°L 6SL‘bPS peso, N 

L6-9661 
67h‘SH7 pLo‘€ 610°F 98S‘b¢ €6r'r 67h pOS9IE Al ‘IIL 12497 N 
767 OVE 1L6‘b 9Z1'8 6860S S9€9 97b'8 SIZ‘87ZS pe3sa. N 

96-S66I 
OZL‘SEZ #4 ZOr‘€ ZIL‘IS 9L0°b 90€‘€ 116‘00€ AL ‘IL A° TN 
ZEL ‘THE +* 906°9 861 ‘OST S19‘S LS6'8 IZZ‘81S p23s9.L N 

S6-P66I 
SIL‘°87Z ed ISo‘€ ESEO¢ L09‘€ OSZ'E 96967 AI ‘IIT 19407 N 
06S‘°8EE ** 806°¢ TET GF SII‘S €7P'8 €0S‘OIS pa}so. N 

P6-£661 
Z8PSLI +% ¥* 8SO°LE #* SPE ‘7Z pSL07Z Ss ACT ST APTN 
9LE‘OLZ #* Bs 99¢‘7ZI x ZSH‘L L69°9IP psa. N 
Ou jeloey-HyNy oruedsipy yorlg uvISY UBOLIOULY 2783S “h 





6, 
o. 


$25 


x 
RS 


2, 





rates 
OO 








sjUePNS Jo JUZ00Ig 





GOLIOL g:7, SOL 
O'CL 08 
06 
OO! 


Ayauyyy Aq ‘paurquioy g-¢ sapeary 
SIJVUIBYIVIA| Puv SUIPLdY] QIO_ UI [J] [9A] VAOGY 10 JV syUapNjis Jo .UdI.10g 


aw Ewa renee mene ee en er TA NAA 14 OFT °° 












amis 
SS ee 


SINSESUE SISS1 SOMCUISMISUL CUNOISSD WUOSPY OUT» =SoI0ON 


“A[uo wep a3eIS oY) UE payodas o1aM SjuapNys oUTOS ‘quoyarayp ‘pur Sy@ays JOMSUB JUSPN}S BOS UO Papod jou sear APIOIUYII asNdEq ,,AI ‘TI [PAA] N,, PUL ,,PAIS2L, N,, 28IS Oy) 0) WiNs JOU OP Sa1039}d APOIUIA JOJ ,,AT “IIT [9A] N,, PUB ,,PASAL N,, 
“wok JOOYS [0-OOOT OU) Ul WN|NOIIND SONLUTOYIeUT CUI[OIVD YON BOG] SUP Ul So1oUd,adwUOD ay SINSBIU S}S3} SONCUIIPCU BUT[OIBD YON IL» ‘S9ION 



















971 ‘667 €10°9 8EL'ZI OrI'16 880'8 €Z0°S I@U'7TP OAT TIT PAV N 
Z16P9E 1S0'8 $89'IZ LSE‘SLI 68701 69€'8 PT78‘88S p27sa, N 
10-0007 
L8S‘767 0S9'r 6766 €69'r8 cer'L 969'P 910°P0P AT ‘IIT 1249 IN 
S06‘'P9E 6bS‘9 O7S‘LI pLLOLl €£9'6 897'8 €6L‘LLS p2}sa, N 
00-6661 
8r0'88Z L8P‘¢ S8I‘8 SPL‘08 S6L'9 p0s‘p OL8‘16€ AT ‘HT 149 TN 
SLL‘C9E 1S6‘p OPL‘rI €0r‘991 €90'6 960'8 97Z‘LOS P27S9,.. N 
66-8661 
ZS9‘SLZ EPE'Z Srr'9 PZT ¢S0'9 €r0'r ceL‘99¢g AI ‘IIT A9TN 
ELE‘OSE CIS‘e 16€Z1 ZIC TOI L978 0Z0'8 SrO'ESS pr7sa,. N 
86-L661 
uvipu] 
jeloey-nyny o1uedsipy yorlg uvIsy UBOLIOULY 
= == == = a a] | = =|" 
}———_—J -———} ——— _———} ————J ooo0 _———} ——4 
es == —— = — eqoo = I 
= = = = SF) |= =a 
= == == = = tetatsts) a a 
— — == ——— — Bets — — 
= — —— = = poo0 = se pl” 
= = = == = goug = = 
= = = = = sae = = / 0 
—— =—= — = 4 Baa8 = = a) 
—— — = — = gogo = = +0r 3 
= == == = : Boag a — 3 
= = = se =— — lie =" 2 
D8 = ozs = v'0S = g 
p ee —— — Q. 
— ==] = — 709 8 
= 99 = YS ree |e 
—= vOL — ry, ©9 1°69 
LOL zit o* me 08 
9°8L 
06 
001 


(panuyjuos) Ayoruyya Aq ‘paurquiod g-¢ sapeay 
SOVULAYIV]A] Puw SUIPLaY GIO Ul [[] [PAI] VAOGY 10 JV SyUIPN}S Jo JUIII0g 
synsoy 389, B10Y4D-a/dH [NYA epe.ssy-JO-Pugq 10-0007 9} €6-Z6G6T *S PANTLT 





60 


66-8661 Ej 86-4661 


€LI ‘S07 
6£L'967 


Le0'S6l 
LE9'167 


TLS ‘681 
7HS ‘987 


PSS‘OLI 
16€°6L7 


SOLI9l 
L96°SLZ 


069‘0SI 
TLS‘L9TZ 


Ivl‘@rl 
VZL'797 


LIZ‘€€l 
9L0'6SZ 
SII'P21 
8YC'PS7 
a1BIN 


ep, Obl 


"UOT}9IG BuNsap/sao1asag Ajipiquiunosdy JO UOISIAIG [GON ey) Aq paredaig 
‘andy sip Ul papnyout you are [Q0Z IsNIny 1aje spooyss sayy puv syq’] UOJ Paajaoal viv 
*AJUO Hep 27838 aU) UI powodas sam syUapNys OUIOS ‘aOJaJaUp ‘puT syaaYs JoMSUB JUApN}s SUIOS UO Papod JOU sBM Japuad asneseq ,, ATI] [24771 N,, PUC ,,PASIAL N,, IS Bp 0} UNS JOU Op saL0dazEd Japuad at JOJ AT ‘II] [PAYTN,, PUE ,.PAISAL N, 
‘reak [ooyds 10-0007 op UL BuTUUIBaq UMJNOLUND soNCUTaIpCU BUITOIED YON B66] IP Ut satouajaduroo sip aMsBaU $}S9} SONVUIDIPCUL BUI{OILD YON aL» :S20N 


16-9661 KY o6-soor so-roor FY 


980°L1Z 
780'767 


L96'802 
9ET‘987 


LLU202 
TH9'08Z 


SLI‘061 
Pe9'ELZ 


PSI'SLI 
199°897 


886'S9I 
67'097 


009°8S1 
707‘SSZ 


16L‘6¢1 
OPEISZ 


€ZL‘Orl 
¥79'9PT 


gyeula,] 


— 

N 

~ 
_ 
imal 
© 


Jgpues) Aq ‘paulquiod g-¢ sopeiy 


SIJVUISYILIA, pue SUIPLIYy 








Og Ul [I] [9497] eaoqy 0 yy syuapnyg Jo yuad10g 





ro-coot Fi 


I@'ter 
P78'88S 


910'POr 
€6L'LLS 


OL8‘16€ 
97Z'LOS 


€£L'99E 
SHO'ess 


S8e‘OCE 
6SL'bPS 


POs‘9IE 
81787 


116°00€ 
17781 


THO'E8Z 
88r'OIs 


987'S97 
Z08‘10S 


31S 





£6-7661 





AI ‘TIT 12491 N 
p2}s3,L N 

x 10-0007 

AI ‘IIT P2491 N 
PpI}say, N 
00-6661 

AI ‘TIT [94977 N 
P29S3,L N 
66-8661 

AI ‘TH P49 N 
peso, N 
36-2661 

AI ‘TIT 12497 N 
P21S3,L N 
16-9661 

AI ‘TH 124971 N 
pa7saL N 
96-S66T 

Al ‘TI PAV N 
PIISIT N 
S6-P66T 


AI ‘IIT 194 N 
PI}S9T N 
be-C66T 

AI ‘TH 1471 N 
P2359. N 
£6-766T 


sjUapnys JO JU20I0g 





61 


9°0L 


"UOTINIS BUISAL/SAdIAIIS Aj[IQuyuNodDY JO UOISIAIG [dGON 2) Aq posedaig 

‘QINSIJ SIY) UL PapNour jou oe [QOT ISNINY Jaye s[OOYds JoyeYO pue SyW_’] WOI poAtaoal BEG 

‘€6-Z66] Ul poyodal jou dJ9M SdLIOZ9}v9 O1uedsIY pue ULISY 9Y) JO} S}[NSOY °S6-7661 USNOI) €6-ZH6] Ul poWodas you d19M AI1OZ9}CO LIN’ Y-HINJ 9Y) JOJ syjnsay 
‘rea [OOYDS [0-OOOT OU} UI SuLUUISIG WIN|NILLINS SOLUIIYIEU BUIJOILD YON B66] OU) Ul SoTOUD}OdWIOD oY) oINSvOUT S}so} SONLUIDYIeU BUITOIED YON oYy.Ly :SOION 


OWA [| reroeu-niny Fs) oruedsiyy wousuy ZA ons 





799'9¢ €06 TS 801 '6r 1Z0'9r OC9'rh AT ‘IIE PAVTN 
vIT'S6 OLr‘'06 ELS'88 6ST‘88 9Z1‘S8 paso, N 


L6-9661 96-S66I [6-661 v6-c661 €6-Cc66l 






$ CO 





’\ WW) ']]’} 












Uy g 
| TEE ~ 
HE ar | 
IEEE Or = 
arp ee ~ 
et fe =f 
= ° 
= i ii 
= a 
— P'S =i 
3 a. 
0°8S 288 09 ¢ 
r'19 : : ae 0'e9 a 
560 789 0°69 OL 
08 
06 
Ayoruyyy Aq “¢ apersy 
SIVUIIYIV], PUB SUIPLdY OG Ul []] [PAd] VAOGY 10 FV SJuUapNyS Jo juII.10g Oot 


sy[nsay 389, 210Y4D-9]dH IN] 9pe.sy-jo-puy 10-0007 9} €6-Z66T “VL F1NBIY 


















IQ (A MK — 
: ee 


Results for the Multi-Racial category were not reported in 1992-93 through 1994-95. Results for the Asian and Hispanic categories were not reported in 1992-93. 


Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this figure. 


Notes: *The North Carolina mathematics tests measure the competencies in the 1998 North Carolina mathematics curriculum beginning in the 2000-01 school year. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Figure 8a. 1992-93 to 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results 
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Notes: *The North Carolina mathematics tests measure the competencies in the 1998 North Carolina mathematics curriculum beginning in the 2000-01 school year. 
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Results for the Multi-Racial category were not reported in 1992-93 through 1994-95. Results for the Asian and Hispanic categories were not reported in 1992-93. 


"N Tested" and "N Level III, IV" for ethnicity categories do not sum to the "N Tested" and "N Level III, IV" for the state because ethnicity was not coded on some student answer sheets and, therefore, some 


students were reported in the state data only. 
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Figure 8b. 1992-93 to 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Percent of Scores At or Above Level III in Both Reading and Mathematics 
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“N Tested” and “N Level III, IV” for the ethnicity categories do not sum to the “N Tested” and.“N Level III, IV” for the state because ethnicity was not coded on 


some student answer sheets and, therefore, some students were reported in the state data only. 


Notes: *The North Carolina mathematics tests measure the competencies in the 1998 North Carolina mathematics curriculum beginning in the 2000-01 school year. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in these figures. 
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Figure 9a. 1992-93 to 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Percent of Students At or Above Level III in Both Reading and Mathematics 
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Figure 11. 1995-96 to 2000-01 End-of-Grade Muitiple-Choice ‘Vest scesuits 


Percent of Students At or Above Level III in Both Reading and Mathematics 


Cohort Comparison, Grade 3 to Grade 8 
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2000-01 * 
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L State Y 
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N Tested 


91,380 
62,831 


N Level III, [V 


American 
Indian 





Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this figure. 


Notes: *The North Carolina mathematics tests measure the competencies in the 1998 North Carolina mathematics curriculum beginning in the 2000-01 school year, 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 


Figure 12. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Resul 
Percent of Students At or Above Level III in Both Reading and Mathematics 
Grades 3-8, by Gender and Ethnicity 
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Figure 13. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results 


Percent of Students At or Above Level III in Both Reading and Mathematics 
Grade 3, by Gender and Ethnicity 
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Note: N is the number of students at or above Level III in both reading and mathematics. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this figure. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Figure 14. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Percent of Students At or Above Level III in Both Reading and Mathematics 
Grade 5, by Gender and Ethnicity 
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Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing pears 
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Figure 15. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Percent of Students At or Above Level III in Both Reading and 


Mathematics 
Grade 8, by Gender and Ethnicity 
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Figure 16. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Percent of Students at Each Achievement Level in Reading 
Grades 3-8 Combined, by Gender and Ethnicity 
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Notes: Achievement levels for each gender/ethnic category may not add to 100% due to rounding. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this figure. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Figure 17. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Percent of Students at Each Achievement Level in Mathematics 
Grades 3-8 Combined, by Gender and Ethnicity 
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Figure 18. 1992-93 to 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results 


Gains in Mean Scale Scores - Reading 
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Figure 19. 1992-93 to 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Gains in Mean Scale Scores - Mathematics 


FOP ee 


S262 





= yIMory 


COOMA MMM MMO MMMM 
O YY 


o> XXX 


vay 


PDD OOOO 


NX Hn NWN 





POS eee 


DP ASAAANANAAAASNAAANAAKAXAAAANAANS 


PSSA ANA XXX IA KANNAN IAAI IIIA AAI, 


a a a aN a a ln A a a ln a nn ln in a ls nn nn ls sn nn nn ln sn tn ts ss tn tl 


Grade 4-5 Grade 5-6 Grade 6-7 Grade 7-8 


Grade 3-4 


Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in these figures. 


Prepared by the NCDPI Divison of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 


Note: The bold vertical lines between the years indicates that the mathematics scale score ranges changed. Prior to 2000-01, the end-of-grade mathematics scale score range was 98 to 208. Beginning in 2000-01, 
the end-of-grade mathematics scale score range is 218 to 310. 
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Table 9. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Percent of Students by Achievement Level 
by Grade and Ethnicity 


a aa. aa Hispanic |Multi-Racia White 
Grade 


Achievement 
Level I 


Achievement 
Level II 


Achievement 
Level II 


Achievement 
Level IV 


Percent At or 
Above Level III’ 


5 
6 
a 
8 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
a 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
3 
4 
By 
6 
7 
8 


Grade 3 Grade 4 Grade 6 Grade 7 

NG % N % N % N Go N 
American Indian 1,506 ‘ 1,436 ; : 1,341 : 1,331 
Asian 1,808 ; 1,678 ; : 1,740 
Black 31,191 -7| 30,080 : i 30,131 
Hispanic 4,537 : 3,937 : 3,488 
Multi-Racial 1,819 ; 1,621 q : 1,233 

60,757 .8| 60,937 FLIP Ol, .2| 62,107 

99,610 





Notes: *"R" = Reading; "M" = Mathematics, 
"Percent At or Above Level III" is calculated based on actual N-counts and is not summed. 
** "N" is the number of students who took the end-of-grade test in reading. 
Due to rounding, some ethnicity categories in some grades may not sum to 100%. 
When summed, ethnic N-counts may not match the state N-counts because an ethnic category may not have been coded on 
the answer sheet, or, the choice of "Other" was coded. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Table 10. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Percent of Students by Achievement Level 
by Grade and Gender 


————————————— 
Grade 

3 ; ; 4.0 one | 
1.0 
LS 
Zed 
2:1 
4.6 



















Achievement 
Level I 








Achievement 
Level II 


Achievement 
Level Ill 


Achievement 
Level IV 


Percent At or 
Above Level III’ 


Percent N Percent 
51.4 48.7 
50,258 51.6 49,457 48.8 


50,544 50.7 49,091 49.3 
50,376 51.1 49,703 48.9 
48,732 ee 48,211 48.8 
46,810 50.9 46,493 49.1 





Notes: {All percents are calculated based on actual N-counts and are not summed. 
*"N" is the number of students who took the end-of-grade test in reading. 
Due to rounding, some categories in some grades may not sum to 100%. 
When summed, male and female N-counts may not match the state N-counts because gender 
was not coded on some student answer sheets. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Table 11. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Performance of Academically Gifted, Exceptional, Limited English Proficient and Title I Students 


Grades 3-8 
Average Average 
Number Percent Ator ScaleScore Scale Score 

_ Grade 3 Category Tested Percent’ Above Level III’ Reading Mathematics 

All Students 101,652 100.0 67.3 147.0 250.6 

Not Exceptional 82,693 81.4 68.8 147.1 250.4 

Academically Gifted 6,954 6.8 99.1 157.8 260.8 

Reading 5,660 5.6 99.3 158.0 260.9 

Mathematics 5,352 5.3 99.4 157.9 261.1 

Students with Disabilities 11,928 Miley, 37.8 139.6 246.2 

Behaviorally-Emotionally Handicappec 690 0.7 28.4 138.2 243.8 

Hearing Impaired 139 0.1 43.5 141.8 246.8 

Educable Mentally Handicapped 738 0.7 355 131.1 237.8 

Specific Learning Disabled 6,003 5.9 34.3 138.4 246.5 

Reading 4,515 4.4 32.3 137.4 246.6 

Mathematics 2,506 Di 26.5 ely) 244.3 

Writing 4,103 4.0 36.0 138.5 246.8 

Other 249 0.2 292 7) 138.6 245.0 

Speech-Language Impaired 2,724 an 56.9 144.5 248.7 

Visually Impaired 54 0.1 61.5 143.3 248.2 

Other Health Impaired 1,367 il" 36.4 140.3 245.6 

Orthopedically Impaired 64 0.1 34.4 142.5 246.1 

Traumatic Brain Injured 19 0.0 * = * 

Autistic 118 0.1 39.3 141.8 246.2 

Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled 0 0.0 * * 2 

Multihandicapped Us 0.0 wt = “@ 

Deaf-Blind 1 0.0 * * 

Trainable Mentally Disabled 4 0.0 ne ss * 

Section 504 1,488 US: 49.8 143.3 248.0 

Limited English Proficient 2,421 2.4 40.9 140.1 246.6 

Not Served by Title1 57,138 56.2 74.7 148.7 Ws 92) 

Schoolwide Title 1 Program 40,204 39.6 59.0 145.0 248.8 

Targeted Assistance 4,160 4.1 46.6 142.5 247.0 

Migrant 581 0.6 51.9 142.1 247.9 

_ Grade 4 All Students 99,717 100.0 72.4 150.3 255.8 

Not Exceptional 74,987 Ib? 72.4 149.5 254.7 

Academically Gifted 13,090 13521 99.6 161.2 266.8 

Reading 10,177 10.2 99.7 161.8 267.0 

Mathematics 10,563 10.6 99.6 161.3 267.3 

Students with Disabilities 11,588 11.6 40.9 142.9 250.5 

Behaviorally-Emotionally Handicappec 773 0.8 Sf) 141.5 248.3 

Hearing Impaired 146 0.1 45.1 144.2 251.3 

Educable Mentally Handicapped 618 0.6 5.4 134.8 242.7 

Specific Learning Disabled 6,771 6.8 39.6 142.5 250.9 

Reading 4,724 47 35.0 141.2 250.9 

Mathematics 2,444 2.5 32.9 141.5 248.8 
Writing 5,413 5.4 40.5 142.6 PSV 92 

| Other 221 0.2 37.9 142.6 250.4 

| Speech-Language Impaired 1,549 1.6 58.6 146.9 252.9 

| Visually Impaired 54 0.1 61.1 149.6 254.3 

. Other Health Impaired 1,506 1.5 43.9 143.9 250.1 

' Orthopedically Impaired 51 0.1 51.0 147.4 215 

} Traumatic Brain Injured 24 0.0 * * * 

Autistic 88 0.1 53.5 146.4 251e3 

Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled 0 0.0 4 bs us 

| Multihandicapped 8 0.0 © a a 

Deaf-Blind 0 0.0 Gs - _ 

Trainable Mentally Disabled 0 0.0 “ “2 * 

Section 504 1,999 2.0 57.8 146.7 252.6 

Limited English Proficient 1,864 LS 45.0 143.3 251.4 

Not Served by Title1 58,876. 59.0 78.7 152.0 257.3 

Schoolwide Title 1 Program 37,618 Sil 64.3 148.1 253.8 

Targeted Assistance 3,060 3.1 50.8 145.9 252.0 

Migrant 520 0.5 49.4 144.4 251.6 


"Notes: *No scores are reported for groups with fewerthan thirty students. —~SC*=<“C~*=<“‘<‘~‘=*=‘“‘“‘“‘“‘*‘“‘“‘“‘~*‘“‘“‘*S*SSSSSSS 
‘Percent for "Not Exceptional” through "Trainable Mentally Disabled” is based on the sum of the students in those categories. 
Percent for "Learning Disabled,” “Academically Gifted" and "Section 504" through "Migrant" is based on the number tested in the "All Students” category. 
>The standard for grade-level proficiency is a test score at Level III or above on end-of-grade tests in reading and mathematics. 
The “All Students”-and "Not Exceptional” categories are shown for the purpose of comparisor 
"Not Exceptional,” "Academically Gifted" and "Students with Disabilities” do not sum to "All Students” because whether or not some students were 
classified as exceptional was not coded on the answer sheets. 
All data are rounded to the nearest tenth, therefore, exceptional categories may not sum to 100%. 
"Number Tested” is the number of students who took the end-of-grade test in reading 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Table 11. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Performance of Academically Gifted, Exceptional, Limited English Proficient and Title I Students 
Grades 3-8 (continued) 


Average Average 

Number Percent Ator ScaleScore Scale Score 
Grade 5 Category Tested Percent’ Above Level II” Reading Mathematics 
All Students 99,639 100.0 78.4 156.0 260.0 
Not Exceptional 72,337 72.6 78.8 155.2 258.5 
Academically Gifted 15,730 15.8 99.9 164.8 9 292 
Reading 12,685 V2e7 99.9 165.2 272.4 
Mathematics 12,659 127 99.8 164.9 272.9 
Students with Disabilities 11,536 11.6 46.6 149.0 2552 
Behaviorally-Emotionally Handicappec 937 0.9 36.6 147.4 250.4 
Hearing Impaired 118 0.1 53.8 149.6 254.1 
Educable Mentally Handicapped 664 0.7 3.7 140.5 244.4 
Specific Learning Disabled UPA) fen 49.4 149.3 254.1 
Reading 4,686 4.7 44.0 147.8 25Sa) 
Mathematics 2,325 2.3 39.0 147.9 251.1 
Writing 5,839 5.9 51.0 149.5 254.5 
Other 217 0.2 35.8 147.4 251.7 
Speech-Language Impaired 891 0.9 62.2 152.2 256.3 
Visually Impaired 53 0.1 64.2 154.7 257.1 
Other Health Impaired 1,601 1.6 45.9 149.9 252.6 
Orthopedically Impaired 42 0.0 189: 153.0 ZS 
Traumatic Brain Injured 28 0.0 “d hg 8 
Autistic 68 0.1 62.1 153.2 257.2 
Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled 0 0.0 a * “2 
Multihandicapped 4 0.0 oy i : 
Deaf-Blind 0 0.0 " = a 
Trainable Mentally Disabled 3 0.0 “ sf * 
Section 504 2,094 Del 66.5 152.8 255.9 
Limited English Proficient 1,642 1.6 Shes! 148.8 254.3 
Not Served by Titlel 60,027 60.2 83.6 157.3 261.6 
Schoolwide Title 1 Program 36,669 36.8 TANS) 154.0 257.7 
Targeted Assistance 2,874 2.9 59.6 Sy 255.7 
Migrant 534 0.5 58.3 150.3 254.8 
Grade 6 All Students 100,079 100.0 67.6 156.7 263.2 
Not Exceptional 72,621 72.6 66.7 155.8 261.8 
Academically Gifted 15,805 15.8 99.4 167.4 276.0 
Reading 12,517 12.5 99.6 167.9 276.2 
Mathematics 12,451 12.4 99.4 167.5 276.5 
Students with Disabilities 11,621 11.6 29.5 147.9 2552 
Behaviorally-Emotionally Handicappec 1,068 1.1 22 147.0 253.0 
Hearing Impaired 127 0.1 43.1 150.4 257.4 
Educable Mentally Handicapped 899 0.9 1.9 139.9 247.2 
Specific Learning Disabled T7414 7.4 317 148.3 256.2 
Reading 5,028 5.0 IBS 146.6 2555 
Mathematics 2,648 2.6 22.0 146.5 252.9 
Writing 6,171 6.2 32.2 148.3 256.2 
Other 237 0.2 INT} 147.8 254.8 
Speech-Language Impaired 333 0.3 39.8 150.3 258.0 
Visually Impaired 55 0.1 50.9 152.8 257.2 
Other Health Impaired 1,560 1.6 34.7 149.6 25515 
Orthopedically Impaired 51 0.1 26.5 150.5 252.9 
Traumatic Brain Injured 30 0.0 23.3 145.9 254.5 
Autistic 68 0.1 48.4 153.1 259.5 
Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled 0 0.0 * * * 
Multihandicapped Wal 0.0 * * * 
Deaf-Blind 1 0.0 * * * 
Trainable Mentally Disabled 4 0.0 * * * 
Section 504 1,636 1.6 50.5 152.7 259.3 
Limited English Proficient 1,182 1.2 28.1 147.2 255.9 
Not Served by Title1 83,414 83.3 70.0 157.3 263.9 
Schoolwide Title 1 Program 15,239 152 57.3 154.0 260.4 
Targeted Assistance 1,187 ib? 39.2 150.8 ZT 
Migrant 601 0.6 47.9 151.5 258.9 


Notes: *No scores are reported for groups with fewer than thirty students. 
‘Percent for "Not Exceptional" through "Trainable Mentally Disabled” is based on the sum of the students in those categories. 
Percent for "Learning Disabled," "Academically Gifted" and "Section 504” through "Migrant" is based on the number tested in the "Al! Students” category. 
>The standard for grade-level proficiency is a test score at Level III or above on end-of-grade tests in reading and mathematics. 
The "All Students" and "Not Exceptional” categories are shown for the purpose of comparison. 
"Not Exceptional,” "Academically Gifted" and "Students with Disabilities” do not sum to "All Students” because whether or not some students were 
classified as exceptional was not coded on the answer sheets. 
All data rounded to the nearest tenth, therefore, exceptional categories may not sum to 100%. 
“Number Tested” is the number of students who took the end-of-grade test in reading. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Table 11. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Performance of Academically Gifted, Exceptional, Limited English Proficient and Title I Students 
Grades 3-8 (continued) 


Average Average 

Number Percent Ator ScaleScore Scale Score 
Grade 7 Category Tested Percent’ Above Level II’ Reading Mathematics 
All Students 96,945 100.0 70.4 159.9 267.1 
Not Exceptional 70,000 1e2P? 69.8 159.2 265.4 
Academically Gifted 15,942 16.4 99.5 169.0 280.7 
Reading 12,192 12.6 99.7 169.6 281.2 
Mathematics 12,590 13.0 99.5 169.0 281.2 
Students with Disabilities 10,978 11.3 31.7 151.7 258.4 
Behaviorally-Emotionally Handicappec 1,116 1b 20.5 149.9 255.7 
Hearing Impaired 139 0.1 33.1 151.6 259.4 
Educable Mentally Handicapped 946 1.0 1.3 143.8 250.7 
Specific Learning Disabled 6,941 (2 36.2 sya) 2597, 
Reading 4,525 4.7 29.7 151.0 259.1 
Mathematics 2,385 2S 23.9 150.8 256.2 
Writing 5,998 6.2 Be2 152.6 260.0 
Other 193 0.2 31.4 151.8 258.2 
Speech-Language Impaired 219 0.2 38.7 154.1 260.4 
Visually Impaired 39 0.0 62.2 158.7 264.3 
Other Health Impaired 1,465 NS 35.8 153.3 258.6 
Orthopedically Impaired 43 0.0 34.1 155.7 256.9 
Traumatic Brain Injured 24 0.0 “s y “ 
Autistic 36 0.0 58.8 158.0 267.4 
Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled 1 0.0 te = “8 
Multihandicapped 5 0.0 He ss i 
Deaf-Blind 2 0.0 * * * 
Trainable Mentally Disabled 2 0.0 * # * 
Section 504 1,391 1.4 50.7 156.1 262.2 
Limited English Proficient 1,149 1.2 29.3 151.0 259.1 
Not Served by Title1 82,442 85.0 72.4 160.4 267.7 
Schoolwide Title 1 Program 13,296 1397) 59.7 157.6 263.8 
Targeted Assistance 1,031 1.1 oy, 155.9 262.8 
Migrant 527 0.5 54.9 156.2 262.9 
| Grade8 All Students 93,305 100.0 74.4 163.1 270.0 
Not Exceptional 67,669 72.6 74.6 162.3 268.3 
Academically Gifted 15,362 16.5 99.7 171.7 283.7 
Reading 11,745 12.6 99.7 172al 284.0 
Mathematics 11,754 12.6 99.6 WAL 284.4 
Students with Disabilities 10,235 11.0 34.8 154.8 260.6 
Behaviorally-Emotionally Handicappec 1,059 1.1 19.9 152.8 25751 
Hearing Impaired 110 0.1 47.3 156.8 262.7 
Educable Mentally Handicapped 998 it 4.0 147.5 254.1 
Specific Learning Disabled 6,429 6.9 40.1 155.8 261.8 
Reading 4,158 4.5 33.5 154.0 260.8 
Mathematics 2,631 2.8 24.7 1537) 258.4 
Writing 5,497 5.9 40.3 155.6 262.0 
Other 159 0.2 44.2 1573 262.5 
Speech-Language Impaired 145 0.2 42.4 156.5 262.7 
] Visually Impaired 45 0.0 46.7 157.4 262.1 
Other Health Impaired 1,329 1.4 40.6 156.7 261.2 
Orthopedically Impaired 40 0.0 48.7 161.4 264.4 
Traumatic Brain Injured 30 0.0 33.3 155.1 259.6 
Autistic 32 0.0 53.1 158.0 267.7 
Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled 1 0.0 * * * 
Multihandicapped V 0.0 * * * 
Deaf-Blind 6 0.0 Bs ba Ae 
Trainable Mentally Disabled 4 0.0 a - s 
Section 504 1,256 Ss} 57.0 159.6 265.5 
Limited English Proficient 1,155 1.2 37.8 154.8 262.7 
Not Served by Title1 79,317 85.0 76.2 163.5 270.6 
Schoolwide Title 1 Program 12,842 13.8 64.9 160.8 172.4 
Targeted Assistance 951 1.0 54.6 159.4 264.7 
Migrant 492 0.5 63.4 160.0 266.7 


Notes: *No scores are reported for groups with fewer than thirty students. 
‘Percent for "Not Exceptional” through “Trainable Mentally Disabled” is based on the sum of the students in those categories. 
Percent for "Learning Disabled,” "Academically Gifted" and "Section 504" through "Migrant" is based on the number tested in the "All Students" category. 
>The standard for grade-level proficiency is a test score at Level III or above on end-of-grade tests in reading and mathematics. 
The "All Students” and "Not Exceptional” categories are shown for the purpose of comparison. 
"Not Exceptional,” "Academically Gifted" and "Students with Disabilities” do not sum to "All Students” because whether or not some students were 
classified as exceptional was not coded on the answer sheets. 
All data rounded to the nearest tenth, therefore, exceptional categories may not sum to 100%. 
"Number Tested" is the number of students who took the end-of-grade test in reading. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability alert esting Section. 


Performance of Academically Gifted, Exceptional, Limited English Proficient and Title I Students 


Grades 3 - 8 





Table 11. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results 


Grades 3-8 (continued) 
Average Average 
Number Percent Ator Scale Score Scale Score 
Category Tested Percent’ Above Level III” Reading Mathematics 
All Students 591,337 100.0 TI 155.4 260.9 
Not Exceptional 440,307 74.5 71.8 154.5 259.5 
Academically Gifted 82,883 14.0 99.6 166.2 274.9 
Reading 64,976 11.0 99.7 166.6 275.0 
Mathematics 65,369 11.1 99.6 166.2 275.4 
Students with Disabilities 67,886 ilies! 37.0 147.4 253.7 
Behaviorally-Emotionally Handicapped 5,643 1.0 26.3 146.9 2521 
Hearing Impaired 779 0.1 44.0 148.7 254.9 
Educable Mentally Handicapped 4,863 0.8 32 140.3 246.8 
Specific Learning Disabled 40,685 6.9 38.6 147.9 254.9 
Reading 27,636 4.7 333 146.2 254.2 
Mathematics 14,939 2.5 27.9 146.4 251.9 
Writing 33,081 5.6 39.6 148.4 Pm fe sens 
Other 1,276 0.2 34.4 146.8 253.0 
Speech-Language Impaired 5,861 1.0 56.1 147.3 223 
Visually Impaired 300 0.1 57.8 152.3 256.7 
Other Health Impaired 8,828 es) 39.6 148.9 253.8 
Orthopedically Impaired 291 0.0 44.1 150.8 253.6 
Traumatic Brain Injured 155 0.0 Soeh 147.2 Oi ju pd 
Autistic 410 0.1 50.4 149.3 254.7 
Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled 2 0.0 - ~ As 
Multihandicapped 42 0.0 19.0 141.7 247.4 
Deaf-Blind 10 0.0 = ‘i * 
Trainable Mentally Disabled ie 0.0 - - * 
Section 504 9,864 17 56.1 ES 256.7 
Limited English Proficient 9,413 1.6 40.1 146.3 253.6 
Not Served by Title1 421,214 apts) 75.4 1572 263.0 
Schoolwide Title 1 Program 155,868 26.4 63.6 1Si2) 256.0 
Targeted Assistance 13,263 22 mle) 148.3 253.4 
Migrant 3,255 0.6 54.0 150.5 526.9 





Notes: *No scores are reported for groups with fewer than thirty students. i 
‘Percent for "Not Exceptional” through "Trainable Mentally Disabled" is based on the sum of the students in those categories. ; 
Percent for "Learning Disabled,” "Academically Gifted” and "Section 504" through "Migrant" is based on the number tested in the "All Students” category. 
*The standard for grade-level proficiency is a test score at Level III or above on end-of-grade tests in reading and mathematics. 
The "All Students” and "Not Exceptional" categories are shown for the purpose of comparison. 
"Not Exceptional,” "Academically Gifted” and "Students with Disabilities" do not sum to "All Students” because whether or not some students were 
classified as exceptional was not coded on the answer sheets. 
All data rounded to the nearest tenth, therefore, exceptional categories may not sum to 100%. 
“Number Tested" is the number of students who took the end-of-grade test in reading. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 








Table 12. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Performance of Students Using Accommodations 





Grades 3-8 
Average Average 
Number Percent Ator Scale Score Scale Score 

zide 3 Category Tested Percent AboveLevellII Reading Mathematics 
All Students 101,652 100.0 67.3 147.0 250.6 
Braille Edition 6 0.0 * * * 
Large Print 78 0.1 22.0 142.5 248.5 
Assistive Technology 40 0.0 47.4 140.6 245.4 
Braille Writer 5 0.0 “3 ‘ ae 
Cranmer Abacus ") 0.0 e z 
Dictation to Scribe 187 0.2 30.6 137.3 244.6 
Interpreter Signs Test** 21 0.0 = 14 * 
Magnification Devices 18 0.0 . * 
Student Marks in Test Book 6,991 6.9 33.8 13537, 245.7 
Test Administrator Reads Test Aloud** 8,408 8.3 27.0 136.9 245.1 
Use of Typewriter or Word Processor 0 0.0 “4 af = 
Hospital/Home Testing 3 0.0 - $4 “i 
Multiple Test Sessions Cree h) 3:3 32.6 138.6 245.6 
Scheduled Extended Time 10,608 10.4 32.8 138.5 245.7 
Testing in a Separate Room 10,015 9.9 31.3 138.2 245.4 
English/Native Language Dictionary/Electronic Translator 149 0.1 40.5 140.2 246.6 
One Test Item Per Page 8 0.0 7 * “ 

| 

ade 4 
All Students 99,717 100.0 72.4 150.3 255.8 
Braille Edition 5 0.0 “3 “1 
Large Print aS 0.1 61.3 147.9 253.6 

| Assistive Technology 47 0.0 D32 145.2 251.9 

Braille Writer 5 0.0 = ** ** 

| Cranmer Abacus 5 0.0 a - * 

| Dictation to Scribe 525 0.3 SHAY) 141.9 249.6 

Interpreter Signs Test** 23 0.0 2 * * 

Magnification Devices 2) 0.0 A < ~ 

Student Marks in Test Book 6,622 6.6 39.0 142.4 250.3 

| Test Administrator Reads Test Aloud ** 7,995 8.0 29.3 140.2 249.3 

Use of Typewriter or Word Processor 3 0.0 - Ke * 

| Hospital/Home Testing 11 0.0 i * * 
Multiple Test Sessions 3,565 3.6 38.5 142.4 250.0 
Scheduled Extended Time 115315 tie3 Bor 142.6 250.4 
Testing in a Separate Room 10,436 10.5 Sieh 142.1 250.0 

| English/Native Language Dictionary/Electronic Translator 134 0.1 41.0 142.4 250.6 

| One Test Item Per Page : 9 0.0 - * * 


Notes: *No scores are reported for groups with fewer than thirty students. 
Accommodations are available for students with disabilities, limited English proficiency or temporary disabilities. 
**The "Interpreter Signs Test" and "Test Administrator Reads Test Aloud" accommodations are prohibited from use during the administration 
of state tests that measure reading skills. 
All data are rounded to the nearest tenth, therefore, accommodation categories may not sum to 100%. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Table 12. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Performance of Students Using Accommodations (continued) 








Grades 3-8 
Average Avera: 
; Number Percent Ator ScaleScore Scale & 
Grade 5 Category Tested Percent AboveLevel lI Reading Mathem}j 
All Students 99,639 100.0 78.4 156.0 260.( 
Braille Edition 12 0.0 - = * 
Large Print - 62 0.1 54.1 151.6 256.4 
Assistive Technology oo 0.0 59.4 150.0 255.2 
Braille Writer 9 0.0 * ~ 2 
Cranmer Abacus 5 0.0 <= * 
Dictation to Scribe 260 0.3 37.6 146.9 2518 
Interpreter Signs Test** 9 0.0 is ae = 
Magnification Devices 19 0.0 e > se 
Student Marks in Test Book 6,397 6.4 45.8 148.8 253.1 
Test Administrator Reads Test Aloud ** 7,654 oT: 36.5 146.5 252.0 
Use of Typewriter or Word Processor 4 0.0 2 3 * 
Hospital/Home Testing 11 0.0 o a * 
Multiple Test Sessions 3,455 Be 44.8 148.5 252.8 
Scheduled Extended Time ise 9) 11.6 46.6 148.8 253.2 
Testing in a Separate Room 10,396 10.4 43.9 148.3 2524 
English/Native Language Dictionary/Electronic Translator 147 0.1 40.4 146.7 252.6 
One Test Item Per Page {1 0.0 > ” 8 
‘Grade 6 

All Students 100,079 100.0 67.6 156.7 263.2 
Braille Edition 7 0.0 a * * 
Large Print 62 0.1 56.5 153.8 259.9 
Assistive Technology 16 0.0 “¢ * * 
Braille Writer 6 0.0 = = = 
Cranmer Abacus 4 0.0 “ a * 
Dictation to Scribe 163 0.2 30.9 147.4 255.6 
Interpreter Signs Test** 20 0.0 * * 
Magnification Devices 14 0.0 + * * 
Student Marks in Test Book 3,864 3.9 29.4 148.0 255-4 
Test Administrator Reads Test Aloud ** 6,562 6.6 16.3 144.6 2-8 
Use of Typewriter or Word Processor 2 0.0 ip 3 * 
Hospital/Home Testing 25 0.0 * * . 
Multiple Test Sessions 2,019 2.0 27.8 147.4 254.7 
Scheduled Extended Time 11,052 11.0 29.0 147.7 25.5 
Testing in a Separate Room 8,857 8.9 Paes 146.9 254.4 | 
English/Native Language Dictionary/Electronic Translator 247 0.2 212) 145.6 255.0 | 
One Test Item Per Page 2 0.0 3 * * 


Notes: *No scores are reported for groups with fewer than thirty students. 
Accommodations are available for students with disabilities, limited English proficiency or temporary disabilities. 
**The" Interpreter Signs Test" and "Test Administrator Reads Test Aloud" accommodations are prohibited from use during the administration 
of state tests that measure reading skills. 
All data are rounded to the nearest tenth, therefore, accommodation categories may not sum to 100%. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Table 12. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Performance of Students Using Accommodations (continued) 


Grades 3-8 
Average Average 
Number Percent Ator Scale Score Scale Score 
Category Tested Percent AboveLevellI] Reading Mathematics 
All Students 96,945 100.0 70.4 159.9 267.1 
Braille Edition 11 0.0 - _ s 
Large Print 50 0.1 Be 157.4 262.0 
Assistive Technology 20 0.0 os * 
Braille Writer 6 0.0 " * * 
Cranmer Abacus 6 0.0 * a * 
Dictation to Scribe 155 0.2 215 150.7 IS.4 
Interpreter Signs Test** 29 0.0 = # * 
Magnification Devices 12 0.0 * * * 
Student Marks in Test Book 3,018 oat Slr ity Ee 258.4 
Test Administrator Reads Test Aloud ** 5,673 5.9 16.0 148.2 256.0 
Use of Typewriter or Word Processor 19 0.0 z * id 
Hospital/Home Testing 44 0.0 24.4 150.2 250-1 
Multiple Test Sessions 1,588 1.6 IRE LOU). 257.4 
Scheduled Extended Time 10,304 10.6 30.0 151.4 29 S52 
Testing in a Separate Room 8,163 8.4 26.0 150.6 OY fi 
English/Native Language Dictionary/Electronic Translator 319 0.3 20.4 148.9 om ed 
One Test Item Per Page 1 0.0 * i > 
All Students 93,305 100.0 74.4 163.1 270.0 
Braille Edition 2 0.0 ze “3 as 
Large Print 48 0.1 46.8 157.0 Le EAS 
Assistive Technology ils 0.0 2 - * 
Braille Writer 2 0.0 S “ . 
Cranmer Abacus 1 0.0 - § . 
Dictation to Scribe 85 0.1 Sipe! 152.8 260.7 
Interpreter Signs Test** 19 0.0 ¥ 3 
Magnification Devices 15 0.0 < ba * 
Student Marks in Test Book 2,468 2.0 Soe, 154.9 260.8 
Test Administrator Reads Test Aloud ** ay lay es 20.7 151.6 258.5 
Use of Typewriter or Word Processor 14 0.0 ss * 
Hospital/Home Testing 39 0.0 25.6 153.0 258.7 
Multiple Test Sessions 1,485 1.6 26.8 153.3 259.4 
Scheduled Extended Time 9,840 10.5 33.5 154.6 260.5 
Testing in a Separate Room 7,248 7.8 29.0 see 209 
English/Native Language Dictionary/Electronic Translator 353 0.4 36.9 153.8 262.2 
One Test Item Per Page 4 0.0 oe * * 


Notes: *No scores are reported for groups with fewer than thirty students. 


Accommodations are available for students with disabilities, limited English proficiency or temporary disabilities. 
**The "Interpreter Signs Test" and "Test Administrator Reads Test Aloud” accommodations are prohibited from use during the administration 


of state tests that measure reading skills. 


All data are rounded to the nearest tenth, therefore, accommodation categories may not sum to 100%. 


Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 


Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 


93 





Grades 
3 to 8 


Table 12. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Performance of Students Using Accommodations (continued) 





Grades 3-8 
y 
Average Avera; ) 
Number Percent Ator Scale Score Scale Sc 
Category Tested Percent AboveLevellII Reading Mathem;| 
All Students 591,337 100.0 ahd 155.4 260.9 
Braille Edition 43 0.0 67.4 153.2 258.3 
Large Print Sie 0.1 54.5 150.8 256.5 
Assistive Technology 171 0.0 51.8 148.0 254.0 
Braille Writer 33 0.0 66.7 152.4 256.5 
Cranmer Abacus 28 0.0 ~ - * 
Dictation to Scribe 1,183 Os 34.0 145.0 251.9 
Interpreter Signs Test** 121 0.0 25.8 145.0 254.4 
Magnification Devices 87 0.0 S27 151] 256.2 
Student Marks in Test Book 29,360 5.0 36.9 145.7 2525 
Test Administrator Reads Test Aloud ** 41,394 7.0 Play o) 143.9 251.6 
Use of Typewriter or Word Processor 42 0.0 66.7 157.8 264.1 
Hospital/Home Testing 133 0.0 32.0 150.6 256.4 
Multiple Test Sessions 15,489 2.6 34.8 145.5 251.9 
Scheduled Extended Time 64,704 10.9 eee) 147.1 Zan 
Testing in a Separate Room 55,115 9.3 32.8 146.1 252.5 
English/Native Language Dictionary/Electronic Translator 1,349 0.2 lS 147.8 255.58 
One Test Item Per Page 35 0.0 39.4 148.0 250.1 


Notes: *No scores are reported for groups with fewer than thirty students. 
Accommodations are available for students with disabilities, limited English proficiency or temporary disabilities. 
**The "Interpreter Signs Test" and "Test Administrator Reads Test Aloud” accommodations are prohibited from use during the administration 
of state tests that measure reading skills. 
All data are rounded to the nearest tenth, therefore, accommodation categories may not sum to 100%. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Table 13. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results 


Participation of Students with Special Needs** 


Standard Administration 
With Accommodations 


NCCATS Accommodation Pilot*** 


Behaviorally-Emotionally Disabled 
Hearing Impaired 

Educable Mentally Disabled 
Specific Learning Disabled 
Speech-Language Impaired 
Visually Impaired 

Other Health Impaired 
Orthopedically Impaired 

Traumatic Brain Injured 

Autistic 

Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled 
Multihandicapped 

Deaf-Blind 

Trainable Mentally Disabled 


Alternate Assessments 


NCAAAI Pilot*** 


Behaviorally-Emotionally Disabled 
Hearing Impaired 

Educable Mentally Disabled 
Specific Learning Disabled 
Speech-Language Impaired 
Visually Impaired 

Other Health Impaired 
Orthopedically Impaired 

Traumatic Brain Injured 

Autistic 

Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled 
Multihandicapped 

Deaf-Blind 

Trainable Mentally Disabled 


NCAAP**#** 


Behaviorally-Emotionally Disabled 
Hearing Impaired 

Educable Mentally Disabled 
Specific Learning Disabled 
Speech-Language Impaired 
Visually Impaired 

Other Health Impaired 
Orthopedically Impaired 

Traumatic Brain Injured 

Autistic 

Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled 
Multihandicapped 

Deaf-Blind 

Trainable Mentally Disabled 


_ All Students Identified Only Under Section 504** 
Standard Administration 
With Accommodations 

NCCATS Accommodation Pilot*** 
Alternate Assessments 

NCAAAI*** 

NCAAP**** 


All Limited English Proficient Students** 
Standard Administration 
With Accommodations 


Notes: 


Not Participating 


First Year 
Second Year 


* Actual student membership is used for the statewide N-counts. 
**Due to miscoding or rounding, some columns may not add up to the total. These data represent coding on the 2000-01 end-of-grade answer 
sheets. These data do not reflect the actual number of alternate assessments scored in the 2000-01 school year. 
***NCCATS is the North Carolina Computerized Adaptive Testing System accommodation, and the NCAAAI is the North Carolina Alternate 
Assessment Academic Inventory; both were pilots for the 2000-01 school year. 
****NCAAP is the North Carolina Alternate Assessment Portifolio. 

Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 


Reading 
Tested 


107,110 


15,509 
11,928 
10,798 
1527 
138 

10 

599 
535 

14 

3 

144 

3 

4 

52 

0 

(2 

0 

13 


1,440 
69 
17 

726 
388 
12 
3 
106 
5 

4 
51 
i] 
20 

1 
37 
452 
1 

2 
48 
0 


3,122 
2,421 
1,734 


893 
333 


Percent 


100.0 


14.5 
11.1 
10.1 
1.4 
0.1 
0.0 
0.6 
0.5 
0.0 
0.0 
0.1 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 


1.3 
0.1 
0.0 
0.7 
0.4 
0.0 
0.0 
0.1 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.4 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.1 
0.1 
0.1 
0.0 
0.1 


1.4 
1.4 
1.3 
0.0 


0.0 
0.0 
35 
Mes, 
1.6 


0.8 
0.3 


Mathematics 
Tested 


107,110 


15,509 
12,411 
10,798 
1,302 
120 

10 

593 
354 

13 

3 

128 

5 

3 

49 

0 

1] 

0 

13 


1,185 
59 
11 

694 
200 
9 

S 
92 
6 

4 
48 

1 
20 

1 
37 
452 
1 

2 
48 
0 


Percent 


100.0 


14.5 
11.6 
10.1 
122 
0.1 
0.0 
0.6 
0.3 
0.0 
0.0 
0.1 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 


itl 
0.1 
0.0 
0.6 
0.2 
0.0 
0.0 
0.1 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.4 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.1 
0.1 
0.1 
0.0 
0.1 


1.4 
1.4 
aS 
0.0 


0.0 
0.0 
3.5 
2.3 
1.6 


0.8 
0.3 


Table 13. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Participation of Students with Special Needs** (continued) 





Reading Mathematics 
Grade 4 Tested Percent Tested Percent 
Statewide* 105,662 100.0 105,662 100.0 
All Students with IEPs 15,750 14.9 15,750 14.9 
Standard Administration 11,588 11.0 12,241 11.6 
With Accommodations 11,970 ih 11,970 1S 
NCCATS Accommodation Pilot*** 2,219 Zk 1,784 | 8 
Behaviorally-Emotionally Disabled 147 0.1 132 0.1 
Hearing Impaired DI 0.0 22 0.0 
Educable Mentally Disabled 823 0.8 820 0.8 
Specific Learning Disabled 947 0.9 559 0.5 
Speech-Language Impaired 9 0.0 i) 0.0 
Visually Impaired 2 0.0 5 0.0 
Other Health Impaired Li 0.2 149 0.1 
Orthopedically Impaired 11 0.0 11 0.0 
Traumatic Brain Injured 7 0.0 6 0.0 
Autistic 41 0.0 40 0.0 
Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Multihandicapped PZ, 0.0 12 0.0 
Deaf-Blind 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Trainable Mentally Disabled 22 0.0 23 0.0 
Alternate Assessments 
NCAAAI Pilot*** is of) 13 1,141 1.1 
Behaviorally-Emotionally Disabled 67 0.1 57 0.1 
Hearing Impaired 20 0.0 14 0.0 
Educable Mentally Disabled 709 0.7 656 0.6 
Specific Learning Disabled 342 0.3 198 0.2 
Speech-Language Impaired 4 0.0 4 0.0 
Visually Impaired 3 0.0 2 0.0 
Other Health Impaired 74 0.1 77 0.1 
Orthopedically Impaired 1 0.0 " 0.0 
Traumatic Brain Injured 4 0.0 4 0.0 
Autistic a3 0.1 sl 0.0 
Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Multihandicapped 14 0.0 14 0.0 
Deaf-Blind 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Trainable Mentally Disabled 58 0.1 57 0.1 
NGAAPSS*" 474 0.4 474 0.4 
Behaviorally-Emotionally Disabled 1 0.0 1 0.0 
Hearing Impaired ps 0.0 2 0.0 
Educable Mentally Disabled 38 0.0 38 0.0 
Specific Learning Disabled 1 0.0 1 0.0 
Speech-Language Impaired 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Visually Impaired 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Other Health Impaired 18 0.0 18 0.0 
Orthopedically Impaired 1 0.0 1 0.0 
Traumatic Brain Injured 2 0.0 2 0.0 
Autistic 105 0.1 105 0.1 
Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled 55 0.1 a 0.1 
Multihandicapped 74 0.1 74 0.1 
Deaf-Blind 2 0.0 2 0.0 
Trainable Mentally Disabled 175 0.2 175 0.2 
All Students Identified Only Under Section 504** 2,046 1.9 2,046 1:9 
Standard Administration 1,999 1.9 2,000 1.9 
With Accommodations 1,831 LZ 1,831 1.7 
NCCATS Accommodation Pilot*** 17 0.0 16 0.0 
Alternate Assessments 0.0 0.0 
NCAAAI*** 2 0.0 0 0.0 
NCAAP**** 3 0.0 3 0.0 
All Limited English Proficient Students** 3,093 2.9 3,093 29 
Standard Administration 1,864 1.8 1,891 1.8 
With Accommodations 1,358 je 1,358 L 
Not Participating 
First Year 730 0.7 730 0.7 
Second Year 433 0.4 433 0.4 


Notes: *Actual student membership is used for the statewide N-counts. 
**Due to miscoding or rounding, some columns may not add up to the total. These data represent coding on the 2000-01 end-of-grade answer 
sheets. These data do not reflect the actual number of alternate assessments scored in the 2000-01 school year. 
***NCCATS is the North Carolina Computerized Adaptive Testing System accommodation, and the NCAAAI is the North Carolina Alternate 
Assessment Academic Inventory; both were pilots for the 2000-01 school year. 
****NCAAP is the North Carolina Alternate Assessment Portfolio. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Grade 5 
Statewide* 


All Students with IEPs 
Standard Administration 
With Accommodations 

NCCATS Accommodation Pilot*** 


Table 13. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Participation of Students with Special Needs** (continued) 


Behaviorally-Emotionally Disabled 
Hearing Impaired 

Educable Mentally Disabled 
Specific Learning Disabled 
Speech-Language Impaired 
Visually Impaired 

Other Health Impaired 
Orthopedically Impaired 

Traumatic Brain Injured 

Autistic 

Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled 
Multihandicapped 

Deaf-Blind 

Trainable Mentally Disabled 


Alternate Assessments 
NCAAAI Pilot*** 


Behaviorally-Emotionally Disabled 
Hearing Impaired 

Educable Mentally Disabled 
Specific Learning Disabled 
Speech-Language Impaired 
Visually Impaired 

Other Health Impaired 
Orthopedically Impaired 

Traumatic Brain Injured 

Autistic 

Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled 
Multihandicapped 

Deaf-Blind 

Trainable Mentally Disabled 


NCAAP#**** 


Behaviorally-Emotionally Disabled 
Hearing Impaired 

Educable Mentally Disabled 
Specific Learning Disabled 
Speech-Language Impaired 
Visually Impaired 

Other Health Impaired 
Orthopedically Impaired 

Traumatic Brain Injured 

Autistic 

Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled 
Multihandicapped 

Deaf-Blind 

Trainable Mentally Disabled 


All Students Identified Only Under Section 504** 
Standard Administration 
With Accommodations 

NCCATS Accommodation Pilot*** 
Alternate Assessments 

NCAAAI*** 

NC aN AP* KKK 


All Limited English Proficient Students** 
Standard Administration 
With Accommodations 


sheets. These data do not reflect the actual number of alternate assessments scored in the 2000-01 school year. 


Not Participating 


First Year 

Second Year 

Notes: *Actual student membership is used for the statewide N-counts. 
**Due to miscoding or rounding, some columns may not add up to the total. These data represent coding on the 2000-01 end-of-grade answer 


Reading 
Tested Percent 
106,184 100.0 
16,336 15.4 
11,536 10.9 
12,903 22 
2,918 Dali 
210 0.2 
19 0.0 
1,136 Sleil 
1,185 Tell 
16 0.0 
5 0.0 
236 0.2 
9 0.0 
9 0.0 
45 0.0 
0 0.0 
12 0.0 
0 0.0 
36 0.0 
1,195 1.1 
55 0.1 
11 0.0 
653 0.6 
250 0.2 
6 0.0 
D 0.0 
TS 0.1 
8 0.0 
10 0.0 
2i7/ 0.0 
0 0.0 
14 0.0 
0 0.0 
74 0.1 
549 0.5 
0 0.0 
1 0.0 
32 0.0 
4 0.0 
0 0.0 
1 0.0 
12 0.0 
5 0.0 
5 0.0 
134 0.1 
97 0.1 
103 0.1 
0 0.0 
155 0.1 
2,143 2.0 
2,094 2.0 
1,868 1.8 
26 0.0 
0.0 
2 0.0 
4 0.0 
2,827 Del. 
1,642 5 
1,182 Pel 
740 0.7 
379 0.4 


Mathematics 
Tested 


106,184 


***NCCATS is the North Carolina Computerized Adaptive Testing System accommodation, and the NCAAAI is the North Carolina Alternate 
Assessment Academic Inventory; both were pilots for the 2000-01 school year. 
****NCAAP is the North Carolina Alternate Assessment Portfolio 


Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 


Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Table 13. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Participation of Students with Special Needs** (continued) 





Reading Mathematics 
Grade 6 Tested Percent Tested Percent ' 
Statewide* 105,616 100.0 105,616 100.0 
All Students with IEPs 15,367 14.5 15,367 14.5 
Standard Administration 11,621 11.0 11,893 11.3 
With Accommodations 12,655 12.0 12,655 12.0 
NCCATS Accommodation Pilot*** 2,431 23 2,198 2 
Behaviorally-Emotionally Disabled 192 0.2 186 0.2 
Hearing Impaired 13 0.0 12 0.0 
Educable Mentally Disabled 1,110 et 1,111 Tet 
Specific Learning Disabled 837 0.8 611 0.6 
Speech-Language Impaired 10 0.0 10 0.0 
Visually Impaired 4 0.0 4 0.0 
Other Health Impaired 160 0.2 156 0.1 
Orthopedically Impaired 11 0.0 13 0.0 
Traumatic Brain Injured 6 0.0 5 0.0 
Autistic 28 0.0 28 0.0 
Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Multihandicapped 17 0.0 We 0.0 
Deaf-Blind 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Trainable Mentally Disabled 43 0.0 45 0.0 
Alternate Assessments 
NCAAAI Pilot*** 770 0.7 Tht) 0.7 
Behaviorally-Emotionally Disabled 34 0.0 34 0.0 
Hearing Impaired 3 0.0 1 0.0 
Educable Mentally Disabled 514 0.5 500 0.5 
Specific Learning Disabled 120 0.1 87 0.1 
Speech-Language Impaired 3 0.0 3 0.0 
Visually Impaired 1 0.0 1 0.0 
Other Health Impaired 36 0.0 34 0.0 
Orthopedically Impaired 9 0.0 6 0.0 
Traumatic Brain Injured 6 0.0 i 0.0 
Autistic 10 0.0 10 0.0 
Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Multihandicapped 3 0.0 3 0.0 
Deaf-Blind 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Trainable Mentally Disabled 31 0.0 29 0.0 
NCAAP**## 339 0.3 339 0.3 
Behaviorally-Emotionally Disabled ] 0.0 1 0.0 
Hearing Impaired 2 0.0 2 0.0 
Educable Mentally Disabled 39 0.0 39 0.0 
Specific Learning Disabled 2 0.0 2 0.0 
Speech-Language Impaired 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Visually Impaired 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Other Health Impaired 12 0.0 12 0.0 
Orthopedically Impaired 1 0.0 1 0.0 
Traumatic Brain Injured 6 0.0 6 0.0 
Autistic 74 0.1 74 0.1 
Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled 61 0.1 61 0.1 
Multihandicapped 49 0.0 49 0.0 
Deaf-Blind 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Trainable Mentally Disabled 152 0.1 iby: 0.1 
All Students Identified Only Under Section 504** 1,660 1.6 1,660 1.6 
Standard Administration 1,636 1.5 1,633 eS 
With Accommodations 1,301 12 1,301 12 
NCCATS Accommodation Pilot*** 10 0.0 10 0.0 
Alternate Assessments 0.0 0.0 
NCAAAI*** 0 0.0 0 0.0 
NCAAP**** 1 0.0 1 0.0 ; 
All Limited English Proficient Students** 2,258 D6 2,258 2.1 ; 
Standard Administration 1,182 tel 1,190 1.1 
With Accommodations 828 0.8 828 0.8 
Not Participating 
First Year 672 0.6 672 0.6 
Second Year 356 0.3 356 0.3 


Notes: *Actual student membership is used for the statewide N-counts. 
**Due to miscoding or rounding, some columns may not add up to the total. These data represent coding on the 2000-01 end-of-grade answer 

sheets. These data do not reflect the actual number of alternate assessments scored in the 2000-01 school year. 

*** NCCATS is the North Carolina Computerized Adaptive Testing System accommodation, and the NCAAAT is the North Carolina Alternate 
Assessment Academic Inventory; both were pilots for the 2000-01 school year. 

****NCAAP is the North Carolina Alternate Assessment Portfolio. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Grade 7 
Statewide* 
All Students with IEPs 





Table 13. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Participation of Students with Special Needs** (continued) 


Standard Administration 
With Accommodations 
NCCATS Accommodation Pilot*** 


Behaviorally-Emotionally Disabled 
Hearing Impaired 

Educable Mentally Disabled 
Specific Learning Disabled 
Speech-Language Impaired 
Visually Impaired 

Other Health Impaired 
Orthopedically Impaired 
Traumatic Brain Injured 

Autistic 

Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled 
Multihandicapped 

Deaf-Blind 

Trainable Mentally Disabled 


Alternate Assessments 
NCAAAI Pilot*** 


Behaviorally-Emotionally Disabled 
Hearing Impaired 

Educable Mentally Disabled 
Specific Learning Disabled 
Speech-Language Impaired 
Visually Impaired 

Other Health Impaired 
Orthopedically Impaired 
Traumatic Brain Injured 

Autistic 

Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled 
Multihandicapped 

Deaf-Blind 

Trainable Mentally Disabled 


NCAAP#**## 


Behaviorally-Emotionally Disabled 
Hearing Impaired 

Educable Mentally Disabled 
Specific Learning Disabled 
Speech-Language Impaired 
Visually Impaired 

Other Health Impaired 
Orthopedically Impaired 

Traumatic Brain Injured 

Autistic 

Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled 
Multihandicapped 

Deaf-Blind 

Trainable Mentally Disabled 


All Students Identified Only Under Section 504** 
Standard Administration 
With Accommodations 
NCCATS Accommodation Pilot*** 
Alternate Assessments 
NCAAAI*** 
NCAAP**** 


All Limited English Proficient Students** 
Standard Administration 
With Accommodations 


Not Participating 


First Year 
Second Year 


_ Notes: *Actual student membership is used for the statewide N-counts. 
**Due to miscoding or rounding, some columns may not add up to the total. These data represent coding on the 2000-01 end-of-grade answer 
sheets. These data do not reflect the actual number of alternate assessments scored in the 2000-01 school year. 
***NCCATS is the North Carolina Computerized Adaptive Testing System accommodation, and the NCAAAT is the North Carolina Alternate 
Assessment Academic Inventory; both were pilots for the 2000-01 school year. 
****NCAAP is the North Carolina Alternate Assessment Portfolio. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Reading Mathematics 

Tested Percent Tested 
102,366 100.0 102,366 
14,590 14.3 14,590 
10,978 10.7 11,217 
11,937 |W IE7/ 11,937 
Uae] 2.3 2,120 
212 0.2 205 
15 0.0 15 
1,093 1.1 1,090 
759 0.7 Swy/ 
10 0.0 10 
3 0.0 3 
150 0.1 141 
8 0.0 8 
9 0.0 9 
29 0.0 32 
0 0.0 0 
14 0.0 14 
0 0.0 0 
35 0.0 36 
669 0.7 616 
225) 0.0 28 
4 0.0 4 
413 0.4 393 
106 0.1 74 
1 0.0 1 
4 0.0 4 
31 0.0 3] 
5 0.0 6 
2 0.0 2 
19 0.0 18 
1 0.0 1 
9 0.0 8 
0 0.0 0 
47 0.0 46 
354 0.3 354 
4 0.0 4 
0 0.0 0 
31 0.0 31 
0 0.0 0 
0 0.0 0 
2 0.0 2 
a, 0.0 7 
0 0.0 0 
1 0.0 1 
58 0.1 58 
36 0.0 36 
62 0.1 62 
0 0.0 0 
153 0.1 153 
1,413 1.4 1,413 
1,391 1.4 1,385 
1,069 1.0 1,069 
3 0.0 4 

0.0 

1 0.0 1 
0 0.0 0 
2.295 IY. 2255 
1,149 hath 1,158 
862 0.8 862 
728 0.7 728 
323 0.3 323 
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Percent 


Grade 8 
Statewide* 


All Students with IEPs 
Standard Administration 
With Accommodations 

NCCATS Accommodation Pilot*** 


Table 13. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Participation of Students with Special Needs** (continued) 


Behaviorally-Emotionally Disabled 
Hearing Impaired 

Educable Mentally Disabled 
Specific Learning Disabled 
Speech-Language Impaired 
Visually Impaired 

Other Health Impaired 
Orthopedically Impaired 

Traumatic Brain Injured 

Autistic 

Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled 
Multihandicapped 

Deaf-Blind 

Trainable Mentally Disabled 


Alternate Assessments 
NCAAAI Pilot*** 


Behaviorally-Emotionally Disabled 
Hearing Impaired 

Educable Mentally Disabled 
Specific Learning Disabled 
Speech-Language Impaired 
Visually Impaired 

Other Health Impaired 
Orthopedically Impaired 

Traumatic Brain Injured 

Autistic 

Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled 
Multihandicapped 

Deaf-Blind 

Trainable Mentally Disabled 


NCAAP*** 


Behaviorally-Emotionally Disabled 
Hearing Impaired 

Educable Mentally Disabled 
Specific Learning Disabled 
Speech-Language Impaired 
Visually Impaired 

Other Health Impaired 
Orthopedically Impaired 

Traumatic Brain Injured 

Autistic 

Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled 
Multihandicapped 

Deaf-Blind 

Trainable Mentally Disabled 


All Students Identified Only Under Section 504** 
Standard Administration 
With Accommodations 

NCCATS Accommodation Pilot*** 
Alternate Assessments 

NCAAAI*** 

NC AAP**** 


All Limited English Proficient Students** 
Standard Administration 
With Accommodations 


Not Participating 


First Year 
Second Year 


Notes:  *Actual student membership is used for the statewide N-counts. 
**Due to miscoding or rounding, some columns may not add up to the total. These data represent coding on the 2000-01 end-of-grade answer 


sheets. These data do not reflect the actual number of alternate assessments scored in the 2000-01 school year. 


Reading 
Tested Percent 


2,067 
1,155 
862 


541 
315 


100.0 


Mathematics 
Tested 


98,298 
13,540 
10,359 
10,991 


N Bu — 
OSONorCDowohsnytorKeDAKD 


— 


***NCCATS is the North Carolina Computerized Adaptive Testing System accommodation, and the NCAAAI is the North Carolina Alternate 


Assessment Academic Inventory; both were pilots for the 2000-01 school year. 


****NCAAP is the North Carolina Alternate Assessment Portfolio. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 


100 


Percent 





Grade3-8 
Statewide* 


All Students with IEPs 


| All Studen 


Standard Administration 
With Accommodations 


Table 13. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Participation of Students with Special Needs** (continued) 


NCCATS Accommodation Pilot*** 


Alternate Assessments 


Behaviorally-Emotionally Disabled 
Hearing Impaired 

Educable Mentally Disabled 
Specific Learning Disabled 
Speech-Language Impaired 
Visually Impaired 

Other Health Impaired 
Orthopedically Impaired 
Traumatic Brain Injured 

Autistic 

Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled 
Multihandicapped 

Deaf-Blind 

Trainable Mentally Disabled 


NCAAAI Pilot*** 


Behaviorally-Emotionally Disabled 
Hearing Impaired 

Educable Mentally Disabled 
Specific Learning Disabled 
Speech-Language Impaired 
Visually Impaired 

Other Health Impaired 
Orthopedically Impaired 
Traumatic Brain Injured 

Autistic 

Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled 
Multihandicapped 

Deaf-Blind 

Trainable Mentally Disabled 


NCAAP**## 


Behaviorally-Emotionally Disabled 
Hearing Impaired 

Educable Mentally Disabled 
Specific Learning Disabled 
Speech-Language Impaired 
Visually Impaired 

Other Health Impaired 
Orthopedically Impaired 
Traumatic Brain Injured 

Autistic 

Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled 
Multihandicapped 

Deaf-Blind 

Trainable Mentally Disabled 


ts Identified Only Under Section 504** 
Standard Administration 


With Accommodations 


NCCATS Accommodation Pilot*** 


Alternate Assessments 


NCAAAI*#* 
NCAAP**** 


_ All Limited English Proficient Students** 
Standard Administration 


With Accommodations 
Not Participating 


First Year 
Second Year 


| Notes: *Actual student membership is used for the statewide N-counts. 

**Due to miscoding or rounding, some columns may not add up to the total. These data represent coding on the 2000-01 end-of-grade answer 

sheets. These data do not reflect the actual of alternate assessments scored in the 2000-01 school year. 

***NCCATS is the North Carolina Computerized Adaptive Testing System accommodation, and the NCAAAT is the North Carolina Alternate 

Assessment Academic Inventory; both were pilots for the 2000-01 school year. 
****NCAAP is the North Carolina Alternate Assessment Portfolio. 

Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 

Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Reading 
Tested 


625,236 


Percent 


100.0 
14.6 


Mathematics 
Tested 


625,236 


Percent 


Table 14. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Characteristics and Performance of Grade 3 Students 





Percent At or Average Average 
Above Level III in Both Scale Score Scale Score 
N Percent Reading and Mathematics Reading Mathematics © 

All Students 101,652 100.0 67.3 147.0 250.6 @ 
Gender 
Male 51,441 50.6 65.4 146.2 250.5 
Female 50,210 49.4 69.2 147.8 250.6 
Ethnic Group 
American Indian 1,506 1.5 59.9 144.5 248.8 
Asian 1,808 1.8 74.6 148.3 Pla PAT | 
Black 31,191 30.7 46.7 142.6 246.3 
Hispanic 4,537 4.5 55.0 143.3 248.3 
Multi-Racial 1,819 1.8 69.5 147.1 250.6 
White 60.757 59.8 78.6 149.5 Loa 
Other a 30 0.0 * * * 
Parental Education 
Did not finish high school 11,194 hia 40.1 140.5 245.7 
High school graduate 47,083 46.8 395 144.9 248.7 
Trade or business school 4,168 4.1 71.6 147.5 250.9 
Community college 13,426 3:3 75.4 148.5 Pat Be 
Four-year college degree 20,643 20.5 88.8 jy) 255.4 
Graduate school 4,166 4.1 95.0 155.6 258.4 
Hours of Homework (per week) 
None assigned Jae ae 2.3 40.3 140.9 245.3 
1 hour or less 31,740 31.6 63.6 146.0 249.5 
1 to 3 hours 30,146 30.0 70.9 147.8 Zales 
More than 3, less than 5 hours 16,738 16.7 ak 148.3 251.9 
Between 5-10 hours 12,922 12.9 73.9 148.5 Phe BEI. 
More than 10 hours a oyes) aps) 63.4 146.1 249.9 
Assigned but not done 1,677 1.7 26.6 138.0 243.4 
Hours Watching TV (each school day) 
None 8,989 8.9 59.8 145.7 249.4 
1 hour 36,472 36.2 69.3 147.6 2510 
2 hours 21,031 20.9 70.9 147.8 251.4 
3 hours 14,071 14.0 69.8 147.3 251.0 
Between 4 and 5 hours 9,635 9.6 69.6 147.1 250.8 
More than 6 hours 10,437 10.4 05 143.9 247.9 
ree Times Reading inatwWeel 
None 6,826 6.8 51.0 143.0 247.5 
About 30 minutes 49,993 49.8 63.9 145.9 249.7 
About one hour 21,829 207 BS 148.3 251,9 
Between | and 2 hours 12,430 12.4 78.2 150.0 fda te PA 
More than 2 hours 9,335 9.3 70.5 148.6 Zale) 
Reading Homework 
Read and answer questions 54,261 53.4 66.6 146.9 250.4 
Read, do not answer questions 25,870 25.4 73.9 148.5 Ids) Al 
Choose what to read and report to teacher 24,958 24.6 66.9 147.0 250.7 
Choose what to read, do not report 15,966 15.7 71.1 148.0 2S Wes 
Required to Explain How Math Problems Are Solved 
Never 1,963 2.0 49.1 142.9 247.0 
1-2 times per month 3,997 6.0 61.0 145.6 249.6 
1 time per week 14,244 14.3 68.0 147.2 250.9 
Almost every day 71,475 TAM 68.5 147.2 250.8 
Calculator Use in Math Class 
Never use 6,076 6.1 56.6 145.0 248.6 
Hardly ever use 39,734 39.6 REN! 148.1 251.4 
1-2 times per month 15535 | Fey 70.8 147.8 251.4 
1-2 times per week 24,161 24.1 67.4 146.9 250.5 
Almost every day 15,009 15.0 57.4 144.5 248.7 


Notes: "N” is the number of students who took the end-of-grade test in reading and no scores are reported for groups with fewer than thirty students. 
When summed, gender and ethnicity N-counts may not match the state N-counts because gender and/or ethnicity may not have been coded for some students. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Table 14. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Characteristics and Performance of Grade 3 Students (continued) 


Percent At or Average Average 
Above Level III in Both Scale Score Scale Score 
N Percent Reading and Mathematics Reading Mathematics 
Computer Use at Home 
Almost every day 6,888 6.9 44.6 142.1 246.5 
1-2 times per week 7,595 7.6 64.0 146.3 250.0 
1-2 times per month 7,240 Che eet 149.6 253.0 
Hardly ever 25,846 25.8 oa 148.7 226k 
Never (owns computer) 31,357 31.3 ii) 148.5 251.8 
_ No computer at home 21,359 203 54.0 143.7 247.7 
_ Testing Cycle 
Traditional, regular program 88,499 93.4 67.5 147.0 250.6 
_ Year-round school 6,245 6.6 68.8 147.5 2512 
| J e 
| Anticipated Math Grade 
| A 26,685 26.4 96.9 155.0 258.1 
|B 34,502 34.1 80.2 148.2 251.4 
1c 25,871 25.6 47.3 142.5 246.5 
| D 10,369 10.2 19.9 137.8 242.8 
F 3,742 Si 8.0 134.6 240.2 
| Teacher Math Judgement 
Level 4 23,403 Doe 98.4 155.6 258.7 
| Level 3 45,955 45.5 79.6 148.1 2513 
Level 2 23,929 23.4 32.3 140.4 244.8 
Level 1 The Th 6.6 134.2 240.0 
Not clear example of any level 443 0.4 45.2 141.2 245.6 
Student Took Makeup Test 
Yes ; 2,245 22 55.6 144.4 248.4 
Yes 434 0.4 59.9 145.0 248.8 
National School Lunch Program 
Not eligible 50,055 50.2 81.1 150.2 253.4 
Reduced price 9239 9.3 62.0 145.3 249.0 
Free lunch 34,509 34.6 47.8 142.5 246.8 
Information not available 5,022 5.0 73.8 148.4 25155 
School not participating 936 0.9 69.3 148.0 250.7 


Notes: "N" is the number of students who took the end-of-grade test in reading. 
*No scores are reported for groups with fewer than thirty students. 
When summed, gender and ethnicity N-counts may not match the state N-counts because gender and/or ethnicity may not have been coded for some students. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Table 15. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Characteristics and Performance of Grade 4 Students 





Percent At or Average Average 
Above Level III in Both Scale Score Scale Score 
N Percent Reading and Mathematics Reading § Mathematics 

All Students 99,717 100.0 72.4 150.3 255.8 
Gender 
Male 50,258 50.4 69.5 149.6 Loaeh 
Female 49,457 49.6 BS 151.0 255.9 
Ethnic Group 
American Indian 1,436 1.4 59.2 146.6 252.8 
Asian 1,678 iy FOS 151-9 259.0 
Black 30,080 30.2 53.6 145.6 253 
Hispanic 3,937 3.9 61.9 146.9 25335 
Multi-Racial 1,621 1.6 76.7 151.0 255.8 
White 60,937 61.1 82.4 152.9 258.1 
Other ea) 0.0 * a Bo 
Parental Education 
Did not finish high school 9,999 10.1 44.6 143.5 250.3 
High school graduate 44,791 45.4 64.6 147.9 253.5 
Trade or business school 4,406 4.5 76.2 150.5 255.9 
Community college 13,605 13.8 80.5 151.7 256.8 
Four-year college degree 21,564 21.8 912 | Gore oe) 260.9 
Graduate school 4,331 4.4 96.7 159.3 264.3 
Hours of Homework (per week) 
None assigned 1,391 1.4 46.0 144.1 250.6 
1 hour or less 28,595 28.9 66.1 148.4 253.9 
1 to 3 hours 33,885 34.3 ‘Las 151.0 256.2 
More than 3, less than 5 hours 16,607 16.8 toe 151.9 257.6 
Between 5-10 hours 13,435 13.6 79.2 152.4 258.0 
More than 10 hours 3,820 3.9 70.4 150.1 256.1 
Assigned but not done 1,159 1.2 29.9 140.7 248.2 
Hours Watching TV (each school day) 
None 6,429 6.5 67.0 149.9 255.5 
1 hour 32,382 32.8 74.6 Sie 256.4 
2 hours 23,447 23 76.3 151.3 256.8 
3 hours 15,801 16.0 TA 150.7 256.1 
Between 4 and 5 hours 10,945 Di. Ass 149.5 255.1 
More than 6 hours 9,780 9.9 Se. 146.2 252.1 
Tree Times Reading ina Weel 
None 6,483 6.6 33u), 145.5 252.0 
About 30 minutes 45,548 46.2 66.7 148.6 254.4 
About one hour 23,561 23.9 78.5 151.8 a iak 
Between | and 2 hours 14,477 14.7 84.5 153.9 258.9 
More than 2 hours 8,565 8.7 81.1 ts BS 257.9 
Reading Homework 
Read and answer questions 53,932 54.1 pee 150.4 255.9 
Read, do not answer questions 24,356 24.4 78.1 151-9 257.4 
Choose what to read and report to teacher 23,082 Zak 74.8 St 256.8 
Choose what to read, do not report 15,254 15.0 TLS 1524 257.8 
Rednired to Exnisin How Math Probl cre Solved 
Never 15225 | Ns Swe 145.6 an By, 
1-2 times per month 3,986 4.1 66.2 148.9 254.6 
1 time per week 1225 ja) 72.5 150.3 255.8 
Almost every day 80,688 82.1 713.3 150.5 256.0 
Calculator Use in Math Class 
Never use 4,951 5.0 61.6 147.9 PE We 
Hardly ever use 37,414 38.0 73.8 150.6 255.8 
1-2 times per month 14,130 14.3 774 151.8 Pa B92 
1-2 times per week 26,724 27.1 73.8 150.6 256.2 
Almost every day I fey ei 15.6 66.4 148.6 254.8 


Notes: "N" is the number of students who took the end-of-grade test in reading. 
*No scores are reported for groups with fewer than thirty students. 
When summed, gender and ethnicity N-counts may not match the state N-counts because gender and/or ethnicity may not have been coded for some students. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Table 15. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Characteristics and Performance of Grade 4 Students (continued) 


Almost every day 

1-2 times per week 

1-2 times per month 
Hardly ever 

Never (owns computer) 
No computer at home 


Testing Cycle 
Traditional, regular program 
Year-round school 


Level 4 
Level 3 
Level 2 
Level 1 
Not clear example of any level 


Not eligible 

Reduced price 

Free lunch 

Information not available 
School not participating 


Notes: "N" is the number of students who took the end-of-grade test in reading. 


*No scores are reported for groups with fewer than thirty students. 


51.4 


cee 


Percent At or 
Above Level I in Both 


Reading and Mathematics 


56.6 
Ze 
84.4 
78.3 
75.0 
58.9 


10-8 
72.8 


OTe) 
85.6 
oy Fs) 
31.1 
18.4 


98.5 
83.8 
44.3 
14.5 
S35 


5935 


71S 


84.4 
67.6 
53.6 
TUS) 
76.0 


Average 
Scale Score 


Average 
Scale Score 


Reading § Mathematics 


146.7 
150.6 
153.8 
132.1 
150.5 
146.6 


150.3 


13°% 


158.7 
152.0 
146.0 
141.4 
138.9 


159.0 
1h 
143.8 
138.0 
145.4 


147.2 


149.2 


1539 
148.4 
145.5 
152.1 
152.0 


252.6 
256.1 
259.0 
Jina fi 
255.8 
252.4 


255.8 
256.3 


264.3 
257.0 
2515 
247.8 
245.6 


264.6 
256.4 
249.7 
245.2 
252.0 


253.0 


253.8 


2594); 
254.1 
Zo1.0 
257.1 
296.) 


When summed, gender and ethnicity N-counts may not match the state N-counts because gender and/or ethnicity may not have been coded for some students. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 


Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Table 16. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Characteristics and Performance of Grade 5 Students 


Percent At or Average Average 
Above Level III in Both Scale Score Scale Score 
N Percent Reading and Mathematics § Reading § Mathematics 
All Students 99,639 100.0 78.4 156.0 260.0 
Gender 
Male 50,544 Peles 76.2 155.4 259.9 
Female 49,091 49.3 80.7 156.5 260.1 
Ethnic Group 
American Indian 1,392 1.4 65.3 152.5 256.0 
Asian 1,758 1.8 85.4 157.6 264.6 
Black 29,443 29.6 62.0 151.8 254.9 
Hispanic 3,637 337 67.4 1S2EF 256.9 
Multi-Racial 1,386 1.4 82.2 156.8 260.4 
White 61,994 62.2 86.9 158.1 262.5 
Other 24 0.0 tf gf = 
Parental Education 
Did not finish high school 9,743 9.9 52.8 150.0 253.6 
High school graduate 43,086 43.7 Weeds 153.8 2512 
Trade or business school 4,593 4.7 81.9 156.1 259.7 
Community college 13,847 14.0 85.1 157.1 260.9 
Four-year college degree 22,465 22.8 93.7 160.5 265.6 
Graduate school 4,858 4.9 97.0 163.3 269.8 
Hours of Homework (per week) 
None assigned 957 1.0 53.8 150.2 ema po pe 
1 hour or less 25,526 25.8 70.0 153.8 Zoist 
1 to 3 hours 38,963 39.4 80.8 156.3 260.2 
More than 3, less than 5 hours 16,455 16.6 84.3 Laer 262.3 
Between 5-10 hours 13,122 133 85.9 158.1 2032 
More than 10 hours 3,072 34 77.6 156.0 260.7 
Assigned but not done 858 0.9 35:7 147.3 250.7 
Hours Watching TV (each school day) 
None 5,044 5.1 74.8 156.1 260.5 
1 hour 28,379 28.7 80.4 156.8 261.0 
2 hours 25,263 25.6 82.7 157.0 261.3 
3 hours 18,315 18.5 80.1 156.0 260.0 
Between 4 and 5 hours 12,655 12.8 76.9 154.9 258.6 
More than 6 hours 9,205 9.3 62.7 152.0 255.2 
Free Time Snent Remlinvin a Weel 
None 6,340 6.4 60.9 151.6 is 
About 30 minutes 45,132 45.7 73.5 154.5 258.4 
About one hour 24,654 25.0 83.7 15/58 261.4 
Between 1 and 2 hours 14,990 152 88.4 158.9 263.2 
More than 2 hours 7,637 ad 86.9 1593 262.7 
Reading Homework 
Read and answer questions 56,253 56.5 79.4 156.3 260.4 
Read, do not answer questions 22,055 IAS 83.7 157.4 261.9 
Choose what to read and report to teacher 21,416 3 Fe) 81.3 157.0 261.5 
Choose what to read, do not report 14,551 14.6 84.8 157.9 262.8 
Reanired fo Exnlain How Math Probl Are Solved 
Never 1,052 Ll 54.9 1512 254.5 
1-2 times per month 3,469 eM] 71.8 154.6 258.4 
1 time per week 11,566 117 V3 15537. 259.9 
Almost every day 82,365 83.7 79.4 156.2 260.2 
Calculator Use in Math Class 
Never use 2,470 Wise 63.3 152.9 256.1 
Hardly ever use 24,803 25.1 76.2 155.5 258.9 
1-2 times per month 12,495 L2a7 83.7 157.4 261.7 
1-2 times per week 33,380 33.8 81.0 156.5 260.8 
Almost every day 25,5719 aye] 76.7 155.3 259.1 


Notes: "N" is the number of students who took the end-of-grade test in reading. 
*No scores are reported for groups with fewer than thirty students. 
When summed, gender and ethnicity N-counts may not match the state N-counts because gender and/or ethnicity may not have been coded for some students. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Table 16. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Characteristics and Performance of Grade 5 Students (continued) 


Percent At or Average Average 
Above Level III in Both Scale Score —_ Scale Score 
N Percent Reading and Mathematics Reading Mathematics 
Computer Use at Home 
Almost every day 5,167 S22, 68.5 153.8 257.8 
1-2 times per week 11,651 11.8 81.3 156.9 261.4 
1-2 times per month 16,901 et 89.5 159.1 264.0 
Hardly ever 28,667 29.0 83.3 1Sf22 261.4 
Never (owns computer) 18,404 18.6 76.5 154.9 258.4 
No computer at home 17,905 18.1 63.7 152:2 Plate ts 
Testing Cycle 
Traditional, regular program 88,360 93.9 78.4 156.0 260.0 
Year-round school S15 6.1 79.1 156.2 260.7 
Pricinated’ Math Grad 
A 24,223 24.4 98.3 162.8 269.7 
B 33,287 33.6 90.0 1373 261.2 
C 25,893 26.1 68.8 152.6 pee eee 
D 11,293 11.4 43.8 148.8 25 lez 
F 4,402 4.4 28.4 146.4 249.1 
Teacher Math Judgement 
Level 4 26,317 26.6 99.1 163.0 269.9 
Level 3 45,765 46.2 87.2 156.2 259.6 
Level 2 20,900 21.1 49.8 149.8 25231 
Level 1 Bae! 5.6 17.8 144.3 247.4 
Not clear example of any level 450 0.5 66.7 1317 254.3 
Student Took Makeup Test 
byes 1,687 Led 66.4 153.4 Oe PE 
iiadminictrati 
Yes 618 0.6 76.1 154.5 256.7 
National School Lunch Program 
Noteligible 51,997 5322 88.7 158.7 263.2 
Reduced price 8,967 92 IS 154.1 25756 
Free lunch 30,565 Sle 61.4 151.6 254.9 
Information not available 5,091 5.2 84.4 i eal 261.3 
School not participating 1,207 ED 83.0 157.9 261.8 


Notes: "N" is the number of students who took the end-of-grade test in reading 
*No scores are reported for groups with fewer than thirty students. 
When summed, gender and ethnicity N-counts may not match the state N-counts because gender and/or ethnicity may not have 
been coded for some students. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section 
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Table 17. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Characteristics and Performance of Grade 6 Students 


Percent At or Average Average 
Above Level IIin Both Scale Score Scale Score 
N Percent Reading and Mathematics Reading § Mathematics 
All Students 100,079 100.0 67.6 156.7 263.2 
Gender 
Male 50,376 50.3 64.4 155.8 263.1 
Female 49,703 49.7 70.8 157.6 263.3 
Ethnic Group 
American Indian 1,341 13 55.9 1533 259.6 
Asian 1,740 La 75.9 158.5 267.4 
Black 30,131 30.1 45.9 151.7 yas ir} 
Hispanic 3,488 5:2 52.4 15237 Pach 
Multi-Racial 1255 jie. 69.8 ISvZ 262.9 
White 62,107 62.1 79.0 159.4 266.1 
Other 36 0.0 333 148.8 255.8 
Parental Education 
Did not finish high school 9,134 9.2 319 149.8 256.6 
High school graduate 43,208 43.6 DL. 154.0 260.3 
Trade or business school 4,029 4.1 68.5 156.4 262.8 
Community college 13,719 13.8 Ie 158.0 264.2 
Four-year college degree 23,781 24.0 87.4 161.9 268.7 
Graduate school Diga2 5.4 92.5 164.8 2828 
Hours of Homework (per week) 
None assigned 1,276 13 32.9 148.1 254.7 
1 hour or less SAE IA| 27.8 56.2 153.9 260.2 
1 to 3 hours 44,150 44.6 70.9 1573 263.6 
More than 3, less than 5 hours 14,081 14.2 TH 159.4 266.5 
Between 5-10 hours 9,146 9.2 81.8 160.8 268.1 
More than 10 hours 1,676 17 73.8 158.9 266.4 
Assigned but not done 1,319 13 28.8 147.5 254.6 
Hours Watching TV (each school day) 
None 3,935 4.0 65.4 13781 263.7 
1 hour 24,501 247 72.0 158.1 264.9 
2 hours 25,754 26.0 74.3 158.3 264.9 
3 hours 20,386 20.6 69.1 156.7 263.1 
Between 4 and 5 hours 14,539 14.7 63.2 1552 261.4 
More than 6 hours 9,992 10.1 45.2 155 257.8 
Free Time S Reading in aiwerk 
None 10,075 10.2 48.3 152.0 259.2 
About 30 minutes 48,032 48.5 63.5 155.6 262.4 
About one hour 22,382 22.6 74.9 158.4 264.8 
Between 1 and 2 hours 12,085 1222 81.2 160.3 266.2 
More than 2 hours 6,424 6.5 80.1 160.6 265.3 
Reading Homework 
Read and answer questions 55,641 55.6 68.3 157.0 263.5 
Read, do not answer questions 16,012 16.0 TENE 158.1 265.1 
Choose what to read and report to teacher 16,080 16.1 73.8 158.5 265.5 
Choose what to read, do not report 9,490 9.5 76.8 159.1 266.4 
Reaired tn Penisin How Math Probl Are caived 
Never 1,621 1.6 46.0 151.8 257.9 
1-2 times per month 4,068 4.1 60.3 15321 261.5 
1 time per week 12,860 13.0 66.1 156.3 262.9 
Almost every day 80,168 81.2 69.0 157.0 263.6 


Notes: "N" is the number of students who took the end-of-grade test in reading. 
*No scores are reported for groups with fewer than thirty students. 
When summed, gender and ethnicity N-counts may not match the state N-counts because gender and/or ethnicity may not have been coded for some students. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Table 17. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Characteristics and Performance of Grade 6 Students (continued) 





Percent At or Average Average 
Above Level Iifin Both ScaleScore Scale Score 
N Percent Reading and Mathematics Reading § Mathematics 
Calculator Use in Math Class 
Never use 2,044 pag 47.5 B20 258.1 
Hardly ever use 18,221 18.4 61.3 per? 261.2 
1-2 times per month 11,218 il ES 72.8 157.8 264.3 
1-2 times per week 36,400 36.8 ai2 175 264.1 
Almost every day 31,023 31.4 67.1 156.7 263.5 
Computer Use at Home 
Almost every day LZdIA 74 62.4 fs 261.8 
1-2 times per week 14,766 14.9 75.1 158.8 265.5 
1-2 times per month 20,751 21.0 80.5 160.0 266.9 
Hardly ever 26,406 26.7 70.6 153 263.8 
Never (owns computer) T3.15z 1525 60.6 154.7 260.8 
No computer at home 16,609 16.8 48.9 15222 258.5 
Testing Cycle 
Traditional, regular program 91,833 96.2 67.4 156.7 263.2 
Year-round school 3,601 3.8 69.7 157.4 263.8 
Anticipated Math Grade 
A 22,784 1B!) 94.6 164.3 PA BAI 
B 31,077 312 79.9 158.6 265.0 
& Pays) 25 56.2 153.5 259.3 
D 13,293 13.4 36.7 149.9 pia | 
F 7,025 7) Pye) 147.9 Zod. 
Teacher Math Judgement 
Level 4 30,665 30.9 96.3 164.5 272.8 
Level 3 40,531 40.9 {pre 156.5 262.3 
Level 2 20,905 AN | 33.6 149.6 joa tn G8 
Level 1 6,583 6.6 is) 144.9 251.1 
Not clear example of any level 439 0.4 47.5 151.6 257.0 
Student Took Makeup Test 
Yes 2,298 25 49.4 1523 259.2 
Misadmini : 
Yes 427 0.4 36.2 149.7 256.9 
National School I hp 
Not eligible 51,705 S27 80.4 159.8 266.5 
Reduced price 8,696 8.9 58.3 154.2 260.6 
Free lunch 28,964 29.5 45.3 151.4 257.8 
Information not available 7,463 7.6 coe 158.6 264.8 
School not participating 1,248 U3 69.4 £5725 263.3 


Notes: "N" is the number of students who took the end-of-grade test in reading. 
*No scores are reported for groups with fewer than thirty students. 
When summed, gender and ethnicity N-counts may not match the state N-counts because gender and/or ethnicity may not have been coded for some students. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Characteristics and Performance of Grade 7 Students 


Table 18. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Percent At or Average Average 
Above Level III in Both Scale Score Scale Score 
N Percent Reading and Mathematics § Reading § Mathematics 

All Students 96,945 100.0 70.4 159.9 267.1 
Gender 
Male 48,732 50.3 67.7 159.2 266.9 
Female 48,211 49.7 ic 160.7 267.3 
Ethnic Group 
American Indian ‘Ie fAl| 1.4 55.9 156.4 2634 
Asian 1,699 1.8 T7.9 161.5 271.5 
Black 28,455 29.4 49.3 1552) 261.2 
Hispanic 3,208 35 56.2 156.5 263.0 
Multi-Racial 1,065 ile 74.6 160.6 266.8 
White 61,166 63.1 81.0 162.2 270.0 
Other 18 0.0 oe M is 
Parental Education 
Did not finish high school 8,082 8.4 40.9 193.0 259.9 
High school graduate 42,142 43.9 60.9 157.6 263.9 
Trade or business school 3,677 3.8 72.6 159.9 266.7 
Community college 12,739 16:3 78.2 161.1 268.0 
Four-year college degree 23,643 24.6 87.8 164.2 272.6 
Graduate school 5,710 5.9 93.1 166.6 276.9 | 
Hours of Homework (per week) 
None assigned 1,464 1 Bl 151.9 257.9 : 
1 hour or less 24,561 Zoe) 57.8 1573 263.7 
1 to 3 hours 43,905 45.7 73.0 160.2 267.1 
More than 3, less than 5 hours 14,245 14.8 81.1 162.5 270.6 
Between 5-10 hours 8,901 9.3 86.3 163.9 OA | 
More than 10 hours ip See 1.6 82.4 163.4 2d ok 
Assigned but not done 153) 1.6 395 153.4 260.0 
Hours Watching TV (each school day) 
None 3,243 3.4 68.6 160.3 268.0 
1 hour 21,570 22.4 15h 161.5 269.3 
2 hours 25,401 26.4 76.8 161.3 268.9 
3 hours 20,943 21.8 71.9 159.9 266.9 
Between 4 and 5 hours 155217 15.8 64.9 158.4 264.7 
More than 6 hours 9,743 10.1 49.6 155.6 261.5 
Eres Times Reading ina Weel 
None 11,412 11.9 54.5 156.3 263.4 
About 30 minutes 45,803 47.7 67.8 159.2 266.6 
About one hour 21.671 22.0 76.2 161.2 268.4 
Between 1 and 2 hours 11,311 11.8 81.7 162.7 269.7 
More than 2 hours 5,861 6.1 81.4 163.2 269.2 
Reading Homework 
Read and answer questions 56,045 ay e3 71.6 160.3 267.5 
Read, do not answer questions 13,569 14.0 Tie 161.5 269.6 
Choose what to read and report to teacher 15.253 | Forel ee 161.8 269.9 
Choose what to read, do not report 8,113 8.4 79.6 162.2 270.7 
Renniced in Ecolain Hon Math Probl hreSolved 
Never 2,198 Lad 53.1 156.7 262.7 
1-2 times per month 4,755 5.0 65.7 1592 265.9 
1 time per week 13114 13.1 68.9 159.6 266.7 
Almost every day 75,728 79.1 71.8 160.2 267.4 
Calculator Use in Math Class 
Never use 1,265 | Wee 46.0 154.7 260.7 
Hardly ever use 7,305 7.6 55.8 LS 263.2 
1-2 times per month 4,543 4.7 66.9 159.2 266.0 
1-2 times per week 26,264 27.4 71.6 160.1 267.1 
Almost every day 56,549 59.0 72.9 160.5 267.9 


Notes: "N" is the number of students who took the end-of-grade test in reading. 
*No scores are reported for groups with fewer than thirty students. 
When summed, gender and ethnicity N-counts may not match the state N-counts because gender and/or ethnicity may not have been coded for some students. 


Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Table 18. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Characteristics and Performance of Grade 7 Students (continued) 


Almost every day 

1-2 times per week 

1-2 times per month 
Hardly ever 

Never (owns computer) 
No computer at home 


Testing Cycle 
Traditional, regular program 
Year-round school 


Not eligible 

Reduced price 

Free lunch 

Information not available 
School not participating 


N 


8,573 
17,768 
22,266 
22937, 

9,857 
14,579 


89,676 
3,187 


20,046 
30,168 
25,665 
13,365 

7,091 


29,019 
40,085 
20,283 
6,247 
407 


2,363 
430 


51,637 
8,047 
26,119 
7,583 
1,340 


Notes: "N" is the number of students who took the end-of-grade test in reading. 


*No scores are reported for groups with fewer than thirty students. 


When summed, gender N-counts and ethnicity N-counts may not match the state N-counts because gender and/or ethnicity may not 


have been coded for some students. 


Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Percent At or 
Above Level III in Both 


Reading and Mathematics 


Average 
Scale Score 


Average 
Scale Score 


Reading § Mathematics 


Table 19. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Characteristics and Performance of Grade 8 Students 


Percent At or Average Average 
Above Level III in Both Scale Score Scale Score 
N Percent Reading and Mathematics § Reading § Mathematics 

All Students 93,305 100.0 74.4 163.1 270.0 
Gender 
Male 46,810 50.2 rare 162.3 269.9 
Female 46,493 49.8 iysk 163.8 270.1 
Ethnic Group 
American Indian 1,397 1 63.6 159.9 266.6 
Asian 1,626 Te] 80.5 164.1 274.7 
Black 26,985 28.9 54.9 158.7 264.1 
Hispanic 2,967 Baz 59.7 159.6 265.9 
Multi-Racial 958 1.0 76.6 163.3 269.7 
White 59,346 63.6 84.0 165.2 272.9 
Other 19 0.0 * * * 
Parental Education 
Did not finish high school 7,471 8.1 45.3 156.7 262.5 
High school graduate 37,461 40.5 65.4 160.6 266.6 
Trade or business school 3,690 4.0 76.0 162.9 269.4 
Community college 14,248 15.4 80.7 163.9 270.7 
Four-year college degree 23,449 25.4 89.2 166.8 Mon | 
Graduate school 6,163 6.7 94.7 169.8 280.0 
Hours of Homework (per week) 
None assigned 1,506 1.6 36.0 155.4 261.0 
1 hour or less 20,893 22.6 62.0 160.2 266.2 
1 to 3 hours 42,597 46.1 75.6 163.0 269.6 
More than 3, less than 5 hours 15,113 16.4 84.8 165.5 ZI dia 
Between 5-10 hours 9,483 10.3 89.4 167.2 276.2 
More than 10 hours 1,530 va), 87.3 167.1 276.8 
Assigned but not done 1,411 15 48.5 158.0 264.5 
Hours Watching TV (each school day) 
None 2,771 3.0 ho 163.7 271.6 
1 hour 20,391 22.1 79.7 164.7 pi Me 
2 hours 24,131 26.1 80.5 164.5 271.9 
3 hours 20,764 225 75.3 162.9 269.6 
Between 4 and 5 hours 15,286 16.5 69.5 161.5 267.4 
More than 6 hours 9,123 9.9 553 158.9 264.4 
RreeTinne Spent Readine ina Wer 
None 11,814 12.8 62.9 160.2 267.2 
About 30 minutes 44.019 47.6 Toe. 162.8 270.0 
About one hour 20,986 22a 78.1 163.8 270.7 
Between | and 2 hours 10,472 £13 81.6 165.1 271.6 
More than 2 hours 5,123 a.) 80.9 165.5 74 AE! 
Reading Homework 
Read and answer questions 60,087 64.4 Tpys) 163.5 270.4 
Read, do not answer questions paea ig) 1372 80.6 164.7 272.6 
Choose what to read and report to teacher 14,630 153) 81.3 164.9 272.9 
Choose what to read, do not report 6,419 6.9 81.5 164.8 2iaa. 
Reonired to Exnlain How Math Probl Are Salven 
Never 2,705 2.9 61.9 161.1 267.4 
1-2 times per month 4 i} 5.6 69.9 162.5 269.5 
1 time per week 12,540 13.6 mete) 162.8 269.8 
Almost every day 71,712 77.6 75.9 163.3 270.3 
Calculator Use in Math Class 
Never use 1,069 i ws 46.1 1373) 263.7 
Hardly ever use D932 6.4 62.7 161.0 267.4 
1-2 times per month 3,605 3.9 69.7 162.7 269.5 
1-2 times per week 20,212 21.9 732 162.9 269.5 
Almost every day 61,508 66.6 77.0 163.5 270.6 


Notes: "N" is the number of students who took the end-of-grade test in reading. 
*No scores are reported for groups with fewer than thirty students. 
When summed, gender and ethnicity N-counts may not match the state N-counts because gender and/or ethnicity may not have been coded for some students. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Table 19. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Characteristics and Performance of Grade 8 Students (continued) 


Percent At or Average Average 
Above Level III in Both Scale Score Scale Score 
N Percent Reading and Mathematics Reading § Mathematics 
Almost every day 10,187 11.0 74.1 163.0 270.1 
1-2 times per week 20,190 21.9 81.8 165.1 272.8 
1-2 times per month 23,441 a4 $32 165.1 272.6 
Hardly ever . 19,590 212 oat 162.6 269.1 
Never (owns computer) 6,566 fl 62.9 160.3 266.1 
No computer at home 12,385 13.4 mis Hs) 158.7 264.4 
Testing Cycle 
Traditional, regular program 85,854 96.5 74.5 163.1 270.0 
Year-round school 3,134 Be 74.9 163.2 269.7 
Anticipated Math Grade 
A 18,214 19.7 96.0 169.0 280.0 
B 29,377 SH yf! 86.0 164.8 2235 
C 24,918 26.9 68.8 161.2 266.7 
D 13,500 14.6 50.2 158.3 262.8 
F 6,641 Vea 34.4 156.1 260.0 
Teacher Math Judgement 
Level 4 29,581 32.0 98.3 169.2 280.2 
Level 3 38,581 41.7 80.2 162.8 268.5 
Level 2 18,246 19.7 41.5 157.1 261.0 
Level 1 5,677 6.1 19.3 15247, PWNS) 
Not clear example of any level 343 0.4 46.0 1$7.1 262.0 
Student Took Makeup Test 
Yes : 2,495 ey pas 158.6 264.5 
Yes 361 0.4 61.5 160.0 267.1 
National School Lunch Program 
Not eligible 51,924 56.9 84.1 165.3 272.9 
Reduced price eo 8.0 66.5 160.7 266.8 
Free lunch 23,277 25.5 fs Pani 158.3 263.9 
Information not available 7,547 8.3 81.8 164.5 IA ANT 
School not participating 1,138 1.2 TSS 164.1 270.9 


Notes: "N" is the number of students who took the end-of-grade test in reading. 
*No scores are reported for groups with fewer than thirty students. 
When summed, gender and ethnicity N-counts may not match the state N-counts because gender and/or ethnicity may not have been coded for some students. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 


Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Table 20. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Grade 3 Goal Summary Report 


Developmental Score 


Mean 


READING (Average of Averages) 147.0 


GOAL 1: Use strategies and processes that enhance control 


of communications skills development. 


GOAL 2: Use language for the acquisition, interpretation, 


and application of information. 


Obj 2.1: Identify, collect or select information 
and ideas. 


Obj 2.2: Analyze, synthesize, and organize information 
and ideas and discover related ideas, concepts 
or generalizations. 


Obj 2.3: Apply, extend, and expand on information and 
concepts. 


GOAL 3: Use language for critical analysis and evaluation. 


MATHEMATICS (Average of Averages) 250.6 
Math Calculator Inactive 
Math Calculator Active 
GOAL 1: Identify and use numbers to less than 10,000. 


GOAL 2: Understand and use basic geometric properties 
and standard units of measurement 


GOAL 3: Understand classification, pattern, and 
seriation. 


GOAL 4: Understand data collection, display, and 
interpretation. 


NUMBER OF A B C 
STUDENTS) (5000 sewecwms ne ee 
TAKING FORM*** 34,143 934,155 = 33,862 


Notes: "Reading forms O and Q contain 56 questions; form P contains 55 questions. 


Number of 
Observations* 


101,652 


# of 
Items 


56° 


13) 


62 


50 


19 


oF 


Percent 
Correct** 


67.3 


102,160 


*“Number of Observations” includes students who attempted at least one item on the test. 
***Percent Correct” is the number of correct responses to an item divided by the number of students who took that item summed over all 
items for a goal or objective divided by the number of items for that goal or objective. 

*** Forms A, B and C refer to the math curriculum adopted in 1998 but still contain reading forms O, P and Q from the 1992 curriculum. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 


Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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80 


72 


168 


96 


te 


36 


36 


69.2 


62.2 


75.0 


Table 21. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Grade 4 Goal Summary Report 


Developmental Score Number of # of Percent 
Mean '  QObservations* Items Correct** 
READING (Average of Averages) 150.3 995717 65° 


GOAL 1: Use strategies and processes that enhance control 
of communications skills development. 0 


GOAL 2: Use language for the acquisition, interpretation, 
~ and application of information. 159 65.5 


Obj 2.1: Identify, collect or select information 
and ideas. 61 72.0 


Obj 2.2: Analyze, synthesize, and organize information 
and ideas and discover related ideas, concepts 


or generalizations. ah! 60.9 


Obj 2.3: Apply, extend, and expand on information and 


| concepts. 27 63.0 

| GOAL 3: Use language for critical analysis and evaluation. 36 63.5 
MATHEMATICS (Average of Averages) 255.8 100,392 80 

| Math Calculator Inactive vi92 66.1 

Math Calculator Active 168 65.1 


GOAL 1: Read, write, model, and compute with rational 
numbers. 90 67.5 


GOAL 2: Understand and use properties and relationships of 
geometry and standard units of metric and 


customary measurement 69 O57 
GOAL 3: Understand patterns and relationships 33 64.7 
| GOAL 4: Understand and use graphing, probability, and 
data analysis 48 61.5 
| NUMBER OF A B C 
| STUDENTS = =— wwrwrrnn=  wewennee ne eeeeoee 


TAKING FORM*** 33,654 33,345 33,393 


Notes: "Reading forms O and Q contain 56 questions; form P contains 55 questions. 
*“Number of Observations” includes students who attempted at least one item on the test. 
**“Percent Correct” is the number of correct responses to an item divided by the number of students who took that item summed over all 
items for a goal or objective divided by the number of items for that goal or objective. 
*** Forms A, B and C refer to the math curriculum adopted in 1998 but still contain reading forms O, P and Q from the 1992 curriculum. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Table 22. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Grade 5 Goal Summary Report 


Developmental Score Number of # of Percent 
Mean Observations* Items Correct** 
READING (Average of Averages) 156.0 99,639 65° 


GOAL 1: Use strategies and processes that enhance control 
of communications skills development. 13 65.6 


GOAL 2: Use language for the acquisition, interpretation, 
and application of information. 130 72.4 


Obj 2.1: Identify, collect or select information 
and ideas. 59 77.0 


Obj 2.2: Analyze, synthesize, and organize information 
and ideas and discover related ideas, concepts 


or generalizations. 50 70.2 

Obj 2.3: Apply, extend, expand on information, concepts. 21 64.6 

GOAL 3: Use language for critical analysis and evaluation. ap: 63.2 
MATHEMATICS (Average of Averages) 260.0 100,226 80 

Math Calculator Inactive (pe 64.6 

Math Calculator Active 168 58.7 

GOAL 1: Understand and compute with rational numbers 96 69.8 


GOAL 2: Understand and use properties and relationships of 
geometry and standard units of metric and 
customary measurement 60 54.0 


GOAL 3: Understand patterns, relationships, and elementary 
algebraic representation 59 55:8 


GOAL 4: Understand and use graphing, probability, and 
data analysis 45 53.4 


NUMBER OF A B C 
STUDENTS: ih 0 0 weewwwe-e 
TAKING FORM*** SE Ake, SBSH 5.25) 


Notes: "Reading forms O and Q contain 56 questions; form P contains 55 questions. 
*“Number of Observations” includes students who attempted at least one item on the test. 
**“Percent Correct” is the number of correct responses to an item divided by the number of students who took that item summed over all 
items for a goal or objective divided by the number of items for that goal or objective. 
*** Forms A, B and C refer to the math curriculum adopted in 1998 but still contain reading forms I, P and J from the 1992 curriculum. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Table 23. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Grade 6 Goal Summary Report 


Developmental Score Number of # of Percent 
Mean Observations* Items Correct** 
READING (Average of Averages) 156.7 100,079 65° 


GOAL 1: Use strategies and processes that enhance control 
of communications skills development. 16 63.9 


GOAL 2: ‘se language for the acquisition, interpretation, 
and application of information. 149 66.9 


Obj 2.1: Identify, collect or select information 
and ideas. 49 fee) 


Obj 2.2: Analyze, synthesize, and organize information 
and ideas and discover related ideas, concepts 


or generalizations. 82 63.7 


Obj 2.3: Apply, extend, and expand on information and 


concepts. 18 66.1 

GOAL 3: Use language for critical analysis and evaluation. 30 62.7 
MATHEMATICS (Average of Averages) 263.2 100,367 80 

Math Calculator Inactive 72 63.4 

Math Calculator Active 168 535) 

GOAL 1: Understand and compute with rational numbers 87 67.2 


GOAL 2: Understand and use properties and relationships of 
geometry and standard units of metric and 
customary measurement 69 5-2 


GOAL 3: Understand patterns, relationships, and algebraic 
representations 42 57.7 


GOAL 4: Understand and use graphing, probability, and 
data analysis 42 58.5 


NUMBER OF A B Calm 
RODENTS 1 mel ree ees 
TAKING FORM*** 33,575. 33,532 33,260 


Notes: "Reading forms O and Q contain 56 questions; form P contains 55 questions. 
*“Number of Observations” includes students who attempted at least one item on the test. 
**Percent Correct” is the number of correct responses to an item divided by the number of students who took that item summed over all 
items for a goal or objective divided by the number of items for that goal or objective. 
*** Forms A, B and C refer to the math curriculum adopted in 1998 but still contain reading forms O, P and Q from the 1992 curriculum. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Table 24. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Grade 7 Goal Summary Report 


Developmental Score Number of # of Percent 
Mean _ Observations* Items Correct** 
READING (Average of Averages) 159.9 96,945 66' 


GOAL 1: Use strategies and processes that enhance control 
of communications skills development. 10 70.6 


GOAL 2: Use language for the acquisition, interpretation, 
and application of information. 112 68.1 


Obj 2.1: Identify, collect or select information 
and ideas. 43 LES 


Obj 2.2: Analyze, synthesize, and organize information 
and ideas and discover related ideas, concepts 


or generalizations. 66 65.4 


Obj 2.3: Apply, extend, and expand on information and 


concepts. 3 hed ah 
GOAL 3: Use language for critical analysis and 
evaluation. 10 68.3 
MATHEMATICS (Average of Averages) 267.1 97,114 80 
Math Calculator Inactive 48 51.8 
Math Calculator Active f12 55:9 
GOAL 1: Understand and compute with real numbers 48 62.4 


GOAL 2: Understand and use properties and relationships of 
geometry and standard units of metric and 
customary measurement 28 54.1 


GOAL 3: Understand patterns, relationships, and fundamental 


algebraic concepts 40 55.6 
GOAL 4: Understand and use graphing, probability, and 

data analysis 44 45.8 
NUMBER OF A B 
STUDENTS — wwww-=-= ==-=----- 


TAKING FORM*** 48,797 48,317 


Notes: "Reading forms O and Q contain 56 questions; form P contains 55 questions. 
*“Number of Observations” includes students who attempted at least one item on the test. 
**“Percent Correct” is the number of correct responses to an item divided by the number of students who took that item summed over all 
items for a goal or objective divided by the number of items for that goal or objective. 
*** Forms A and B refer to the math curriculum adopted in 1998 but still contain reading forms O and P from the 1992 curriculum. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Table 25. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Grade 8 Goal Summary Report 


Developmental Score Number of # of Percent 
Mean Observations* Items Correct** 
READING (Average of Averages) 163.1 93,305 68" 


GOAL 1: Use strategies and processes that enhance control 
of communications skills development. De 59.2 


GOAL 2: Use language for the acquisition, interpretation, 
and ane} .vation of information. 102 69.1 


Obj 2.1: Identify, collect or select information 
and ideas. 38 They. 


Obj 2.2: Analyze, synthesize, and organize information 
and ideas and discover related ideas, concepts 


or generalizations. 55 64.8 


Obj 2.3: Apply, extend, and expand on information and 


concepts. 9 70.2 
GOAL 3: Use language for critical analysis and 
evaluation. 22 65.1 
MATHEMATICS (Average of Averages) 270.0 93,408 80 
Math Calculator Inactive 48 45.4 
Math Calculator Active Lie 52.0 
GOAL 1: Understand and compute with real numbers 74 46.0 


GOAL 2: Understand and use properties and relationships of 
geometry and standard units of metric and 
customary measurement 40 JL 


GOAL 3: Understand patterns, relationships, and fundamental 


algebraic concepts 22 D7 
GOAL 4: Understand and use graphing, probability, and 
data analysis 24 54.3 
NUMBER OF A B 
STUDENTS wre 


TAKING FORM*** 46,895 46,513 


Notes: "Reading forms O and Q contain 56 questions; form P contains 55 questions. 
*“Number of Observations” includes students who attempted at least one item on the test. 
**“Percent Correct” is the number of correct responses to an item divided by the number of students who took that item summed over all 
items for a goal or objective divided by the number of items for that goal or objective. 
*** Forms A and B refer to the math curriculum adopted in 1998 but still contain reading forms O and P from the 1992 curriculum. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Table 26. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Distribution of Scale Scores 


Grade 3 Reading 
NUMBER OF HIGHSCORE 172 
STUDENTS WITH 101,652 
VALID SCORES* LOW SCORE 114 
MEAN 147.0 2001 STATE SCALE 
PERCENTILES SCORE 
STANDARD 90 158.69 
DEVIATION 93 75 153.77 
50 (MEDIAN) 147.55 
VARIANCE 86.5 25 140.98 
10 134.03 
FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION 
SCALE CUMULATIVE CUMULATIVE 1999 STATE 
SCORE FREQUENCY _ FREQUENCY PERCENT PERCENT PERCENTILE 
lai Da, TODSS2 0.03 100.00 99 
aye Bz OM OS 0.03 99.97 99 
170 53 101593 0.05 99.94 99 
169 gat 101540 0.07 99.89 99 
168 159 101469 0.16 99.82 99 
167 136 HOLS 0 OFees 99.66 99 
166 615 101174 Ono! 99.53 99 
165 247 100559 0.24 98.92 99 
164 Laas 100312 ak Ak) 98.68 98 
163 391 99198 0.38 97.59 97 
162 2183 98807 FA AS) 2) PAD 96 
160 ARTA AL 96624 Zeow 95.05 94 
159 3000 93913 2eo> 92.39 91 
158 938 90913 OB92 89.44 89 
nSy7, 3517 89975 SaA46 88.51 87 
156 3743 86458 3.68 85.05 83 
155 3770 S275: She, TAe Sissi, 80 
154 3703 78945 3.64 GML NS 76 
53 3700 75242 3.64 74.02 7/8) 
52 3585 TESAZ BSS HG) SHS 69 
Sa 4898 67957 4.82 66.85 65 
150 5743 63059 3) (S15) 62.03 60 
149 3324 57316 Cf et) 56.38 56 
148 5325 53992 3) Pay SySj 5 Akal 53 
147 5307 50669 5) 5 2A 49.85 49 
146 3105 45362 5205 44.62 45 
AS 5848 422257 5.5 7S) CST 41 
144 2728 36409 2.68 35502 37 
143 AVON 33681 AN INS) 33ru3 34 
1A 2489 29464 245 28.99 Sey 
aaa 2998 26975 WS) 2ZOwo4 28 
140 2886 23977 2.84 237259 INS 
139 2076 21091 2.04 PAO VAS 2S 
138 2508 19015 PB 4) Lusi: 20 
137 NGS) 16507 thes 79) 16-24 18 
136 2254 yea afisk DX AP 14.53 16 
35 1632 aS ak Al (Sak Lh A BWA 14 
134 5377 10889 Th loyal Ole al ay 
133 3977 9352 se aot 9.20 aii 
ey 855 7955 0.84 7.83 9 
132 his 7100 IW APAS) 6.98 8 
130 1182 5785 ee 6 5.69 6 
129 D2a 4603 OR 2: 4253 5 
ZS 628 3882 0.62 3.82 5 
LAT 846 B254 0.83 3220 4 
126 675 2408 0.66 Pe BST 3 
25 662 1733 On65 0 2 
124 397 Om 0.39 LOS aif 
123 280 674 0.28 0.66 AL 
P22 194 394 0.19 0.39 ub 
eZ: 83 200 0.08 0.20 1 
120 69 Lai Om0z7 (eo) a lp 1 
LESS THAN 120 48 48 0.05 0.05 1 


Notes: *Students with valid scores are those students who attempted at least one item on the test. 


Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 


Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Table 27. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Distribution of Scale Scores 


Grade 3 Mathematics 
NUMBER OF HIGH SCORE 276 
STUDENTS WITH 102,160 
VALID SCORES* LOW SCORE 218 
MEAN 250.6 2001 STATE SCALE 
. PERCENTILES SCORE 
STANDARD 90 260.58 
DEVIATION eka) 75 255.95 
50 (MEDIAN) 250.21 
VARIANCE 60.0 25 245.15 
10 . 240.66 
FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION 
SCALE CUMULATIVE CUMULATIVE 2001 STATE 
SCORE FREQUENCY _ FREQUENCY PERCENT PERCENT PERCENTILE 

276 Wf 102160 OnOA: 100.00 99 

PRUNE 41 102153 0.04 99.99 99 

PAGAN 80 nO lee, 0.08 99.95 99 

273 ZaLO 102032 Ope: 99.87 99 

Zieh 514 101822 O50 99.67 99 

269 206 101308 0.20 99.17 99 

268 621 101102 0.61 98.96 99 

267 756 100481 On74 98.36 98 

266 382 99725 On 34 SP ow? 97 

265 5510) 99343 AW Sy O72 4 96 

264 1241 97793 hayes 95a 3S 95 

263 528 96552 On 52 94551 94 

262 2034 96024 1.99 93.99 93 

261 2216 93990 ro BP A | 92.00 91 

260 2424 91774 DY SEVy/ 89.83 89 

259 BS eyy 89350 BY OXS 87.46 86 

258 3609 86018 BROS 84.20 82 

PRS) 3762 82409 3.68 80.67 79 

256 3668 78647 SS) 76.98 TS 

255) Sy 7/i/ar 74979 3.69 73.39 WP 

254 4658 71208 4.56 69.70 67 

Zoe 5469 66550 55 NS 65.14 62 

ZZ 4709 61081 AOws 59.79 Sy) 

PSKah 3734 56372 3.66 Gisyqalks! BS 

250 5282 52638 Seles, aya stays! 49 

249 5817 47356 5.69 AAMSy Gis 44 

248 4696 41539 4.60 40.66 38 

247 5833 36843 eat 36.06 3)3) 

246 4019 31010 sya! SCze5 28 

245 Zoleie 26991 4.09 26.42 24 

244 4174 22814 4.09 22n35 20 

243 2845 18640 PRT: LSE 25 ad, 

242 3079 15795 Sy Oat 5.46 14 

241 2966 12716 2.90 WA SS aval 

240 1987 9750 ee Oe 9.54 9 

239 1688 7763 OD: WAS) 7 

238 ally /qiat 6075 dewhS: 5295 5 

POEEA 1589 4304 1.56 (pak 3 

236 507 PPT. OF 50 2206 2 

235 816 2208 0.80 2a6 PD 

234 600 1392 0.59 12336 al 

233 238 792 On23 O27S al 

232 276 554 Ol 2i/ 0.54 ab 

Peal 102 278 OF 0 (0) SA a/ a 

230 61 176 0.06 Ons 1 

229 63 eS 0.06 Om lel ii) 

228 19 Syn) OmOZ O05 il 

PERG 4) 33 ORO: 0.03 al 

226 7 26 O20 0.03 it 

225 6 19 OO 0202 1 
LESS THAN 225 13 13 0.01 0.01 i 


Notes: *Students with valid scores are those students who attempted at least one item on the test. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Table 28. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Distribution of Scale Scores 


Grade 4 Reading 
NUMBER OF HIGH SCORE 179 
STUDENTS WITH 99,717 
VALID SCORES* LOW SCORE 118 
MEAN 150.3 2001 STATE SCALE 
PERCENTILES SCORE 
STANDARD 90 161.84 
DEVIATION 93 75 157.07 
50 (MEDIAN) 151.07 
VARIANCE 87.3 25 144.27 
10 137.22 
FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION 
SCALE CUMULATIVE CUMULATIVE 1999 STATE 
SCORE FREQUENCY _ FREQUENCY PERCENT PERCENT PERCENTILE 
YS: 4 99717 0.00 100.00 99 
eal, ali 99713 0.01 100.00 Sg 
176 ag 99701 0.02 ee) Se Shs) 
y's SV 99684 O05 Wo 99 
eS 87 99632 0.09 ss) Shik 99 
AL T/C 176 99545 0.18 Se). t335) 99 
Ble] le 167 99369 Osby 9SE65 29 
170 B10 99202 ORs9 99.48 oo) 
169 336 98812 0.34 9909 99 
168 652 98476 0.65 98.76 og 
167 930 97824 OroS Chai. Ue 98 
166 1096 96894 ib Ale, Mpa S77 
165 617 95798 OROz 96.07 97 
164 2118 poyiltenil Pin NPs NS) fi} 96 
163 1574 93063 1h Bye! 93EoS 94 
162 2639 91489 ZOo Shik. TAS 92 
ToL 2851 88850 2.86 89.10 90 
160 3160 85999 Sorly/ 86.24 87 
Als); 3288 82839 SO 83.07 84 
aay! BSa5 Use Bye Si WDE 81 
Sy 3347 76236 BESO 76.45 78 
156 4422 72889 4.43 UES No) 74 
55 3404 68467 3.41 68.66 70 
154 4152 65063 4.16 657525 66 
53, 4233 60911 4.25 61.08 62 
lise. Syikey7/ 56678 ay aes) 56.84 Sy) 
5a 3875 51541 8589 MEA SE) 53 
150 3760 47666 Sh 1h) 47.80 49 
149 4434 43906 4.45 44.03 45 
148 3298 39472 Sicha Eh eX:! 41 
147 4692 36174 4.71 36.28 Si, 
146 2095 31482 Zak) Hb 7/ 38 
145 4038 ASIEN eT 4.05 29.47 30 
144 1853 25349 1.86 25.42 2a 
143 S522 23496 SoS Pe) ENS 24 
142 1635 19974 1.64 20.03 22 
141 2535.0 Sss9 Pho 18.39 i) 
140 2025 15809 2.03 15.35 ay 
139 1802 13784 ou Syste si) 
138 1648 11982 AOS pO 13 
a7 ed, 10334 Us PAS} 10.36 alt 
136 nS S057. 220 9.08 10 
13,5 i825 7862 oS ATS 8 
134 1052 6037 Abea(o}s: 6.05 7 
133 962 4985 0.96 50.0 6 
32 867 4023 0.87 4.03 4 
131 778 3156 0.78 Sal 3 
130 646 2378 0.65 I ENS 3 
WS) yey aes 2 OSS 1.74 2 
128 385 1201 0.39 20 1 
PAI 278 816 0.28 0.82 1 
126 PASSE | 538 OR26 0.54 a 
25 152 281 0 ANS 0.28 at 
124 52 29 0.05 Ones i 
LESS THAN 124 Hy Va 0.08 0.08 cL 


Notes: *Students with valid scores are those students who attempted at least one item on the test. 


Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 


Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Table 29. 


2000-01 End-of-Grade Distribution of Scale Scores 


Grade 4 Mathematics 
NUMBER OF HIGHSCORE 285 
STUDENTS WITH 100,392 
VALID SCORES* LOW SCORE 221 
MEAN 255.8 2001 STATE SCALE 
PERCENTILES SCORE 
STANDARD 90 266.86 
DEVIATION 8.3 75 261.30 
50 (MEDIAN) 255.41 
VARIANCE 69.2 25 249.50 
10 245.30 
FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION 
SCALE CUMULATIVE _ CUMULATIVE 2001 STATE 
SCORE FREQUENCY _ FREQUENCY PERCENT PERCENT PERCENTILE 
285 13 100392 On0T 100.00 99 
284 14 100379 0.01 99.99 99 
283 24 100365 0.02 99.97 99 
282 43 100341 0.04 99.95 99 
281 70 100298 0.07 99.91 99 
280 207 100228 eal 99.84 99 
279 134 100021 ORS. 99.63 99 
PLING 359 99887 On6 99.50 99 
276 463 99528 0.46 99.14 99 
215 Qui 99065 0.28 98.68 99 
274 612 98788 @) atoyil 98.40 98 
273 816 98176 0.81 97.79 97 
BGP 845 97360 0.84 96.98 97 
Pay hay 908 96515 0.90 96.14 96 
270 1687 95607 1.68 9523 94 
269 525 93920 ORS Ose 55 93 
268 1804 93395 al, « te40) 93.03 92 
267 1940 91591 593 Shik WS) 90 
266 2048 89651 2204 89.30 88 
265 2s 87603 Qeel2 hg) AAS 86 
264 3811 85470 3.80 85.14 83 
263 3039 81659 BeOS Ses 80 
262 2382 78620 ies Thi oue ai 
261 4805 76238 4.79 TPS) SYA 74 
260 2449 L433 Daae fal, ails) 70 
259 4758 68984 Mh afesk 68.71 66 
258 4030 64226 Al [OL 63.98 62 
255); 4747 60196 AS 59.96 58 
256 4856 55449 4.84 55a25 53 
B55 LNG AT) 50593 4.56 50.40 48 
254 4729 46016 Zh. Tal 45.84 43 
253 4454 41287 4.44 Ae 3 39 
PASE 4263 36833 Al PS 36.69 S)§5)} 
PASNAL 4068 32570 4.05 32.44 30 
250 SS a 28502 3.86 Zoe so 26 
249 3784 24625 Sh 7 Axl sya} 23 
248 4559 20841 4.54 20.76 18 
DAT 3014 16282 3.00 ILS) 5 PAPA 15 
246 20S. 13268 PS HPA LS) 5 AA We 
245 2477 ODS a/ DeAW 10:50 9 
244 2083 8060 Ze Oi 8.03 qi 
243 827 5977 eS Z be 95 5 
242 ILS 4150 IP fats 4 
241 809 2924 0.81 Ph, Sal 3 
240 932 Pass 0.93 Fh MB 2 
239 S22 1183 ORs 2 eS a 
238 395 861 0.39 0.86 ab 
23al 210 466 Oa Pal 0.46 il 
236 106 256 Ont 1 Oo PAS Al 
235 61 150 0.06 PRLS af 
234 41 89 0.04 0.09 ab 
233, PN 48 0.02 0.05 1 
232 9 27 OF 0 0.03 al 
LESS THAN 232 18 18 0.02 OmOZ ak 


Notes: *Students with valid scores are those students who attempted at least one item on the test. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Table 30. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Distribution of Scale Scores 


Grade 5 Reading 
NUMBER OF HIGHSCORE 181 
STUDENTS WITH 99,639 
VALID SCORES* LOW SCORE 126 
MEAN 156.0 2001 STATE SCALE 
PERCENTILES SCORE 
STANDARD 90 165.80 
DEVIATION 8.2 75 161.87 
50 (MEDIAN) 156.49 
VARIANCE 67.1 25 150.94 
10 144.95 
FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION 
SCALE CUMULATIVE CUMULATIVE 1999 STATE 
SCORE FREQUENCY _ FREQUENCY PERCENT PERCENT PERCENTILE 
181 4 99639 0.00 100.00 99 
178 61 99635 0.06 100.00 99 
176 170 99574 ORY 99.93 99 
nS 86 99404 0.09 99.76 99 
Lge! PN) 99318 OeZs 99.68 99 
73 440 99066 0.44 99.42 99 
gp? 427 98626 0n43 98.98 99 
A: UP ASS 98199 (Oyo 9/33 98.55 99 
IR IAS) 678 97474 0.68 97.83 98 
169 2108 96796 2D ALBA 97.15 98 
168 1535 94688 dh esloye 95.03 96 
167 2 93153 IL 2 93.49 95 
166 S220 91941 Bae S2e 27 93 
165 3590 88714 S700 89.04 91 
164 3945 85124 3.96 85.43 88 
163 3936 81179 Bh OS Saag 85 
162 4007 77243 4.02 Vides? 81 
161 5169 73236 5.19 T3250 Wil 
160 3942 68067 3.96 68.31 We 
159 3760 64125 Bh TG) 64.36 69 
158 6061 60365 6.08 60.58 64 
Ae) 4454 54304 4.47 54.50 59 
156 5437 49850 Bee o 50.038 55 
oRSYSS 3912 44413 5293 “Mal oy 7} 49 
154 4706 40501 (al T/PA 40.65 45 
53 4943 35795 4.96 Soro 41 
ibisy? 4409 30852 fa al, 30.96 36 
L521 Loe 26443 PIE 26.54 32 
LS 0 3109 23691 Shell A) 2361S 29 
149 3301 20582 Sy scab 20.66 26 
148 2918 17281 293) nso 4 22 
147 1691 14363 Jie 7/0) 24542 19 
146 1968 12672 1.98 ey 2 ICT) 
145 13842 10704 35. OReLa 5 
144 1681 9362 1.69 9.40 als! 
143 1156 7681 TI KS fe Tak dal 
142 1029 O525 0S 6.55 10 
141 749 5496 Oya VAS Sylow 8 
140 680 4747 0.68 4.76 q 
139 642 4067 0.64 4.08 5 
138 1005 3425 ae y(oal Sa 4 
137 52> 2420 OSs 2A 4 
136 455 1895 0.46 1.90 3 
3 5 535 1440 Ons: 45 2 
134 291 907 (6, SS, Osos if 
LSS 240 616 0.24 0.62 1 
132 186 376 ORL? 0.38 al 
13a 105 190 Omit 0.19 1 
130 58 85 0.06 0.09 iL 
LESS THAN 130 Oxf 27 0.03 0.03 1 


Notes: *Students with valid scores are those students who attempted at least one item on the test. 


Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 


Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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NUMBER OF 

STUDENTS WITH 100,226 

VALID SCORES* 

MEAN 260.0 

STANDARD 

DEVIATION 9.6 

VARIANCE 92.6 

SCALE 
SCORE FREQUE 
295 22 
293 3 
PRS 65 
290 50 
288 147 
287 100 
286 227 
285 126 
284 202 
283 386 
282 492 
281 21S 
280 583 
279 718 
278 718 
20g) 1240 
276 1384 
PRUE: 989 
274 LOL 
273 2735 
272 1725 
) 1ftl 739 
270 1864 
269 1821 
268 3880 
267 1947 
266 4106 
265 2110 
264 4254 
263 2930 
262 3569 
261 4401 
260 4447 
259 2852 
258 3730 
257 4476 
256 4423 
Zo) 4206 
254 4098 
253 3250 
252 S193 
251 3094 
25.0 3350 
249 2074 
248 2431 
247 1790 
246 1598 
245 1724 
244 825 
243 738 
242 625 
241 482 
240 339 
259 PASM: 
238 181 
237 146 
236 80 
235 25 
234 27 
233 23 
232 16 
LESS THAN 232 11 


Notes: *Students with valid scores are those students who attempted at least one item on the test. 


Table 31. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Distribution of Scale Scores 


Grade 5 Mathematics 
HIGH SCORE 295 
LOW SCORE 221 
2001 STATE SCALE 
PERCENTILES SCORE 
90 273.14 
75 266.33 
50 (MEDIAN) 259.52 
25 253.13 
10 247.98 
FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION 
CUMULATIVE CUMULATIVE 2001 STATE 
“ICY __ FREQUENCY PERCENT PERCENT PERCENTILE 
100226 0.02 100.00 99 
100204 0.01 99.98 99 
100191 0.06 99.97 99 
100126 0.05 99.90 99 
100076 0.15 99.85 99 
99929 0.10 99.70 99 
99829 0.23 99.60 99 
99602 6t13 99.38 99 
99476 0.20 99.25 99 
99274 0.39 99.05 99 
98888 0.49 98.67 98 
98396 Oma 98.17 98 
98121 0.58 97.90 98 
97538 OR 2 97.32 97 
96820 ThA 96.60 96 
96102 a fart 95.89 95 
94862 8, 94.65 94 
93478 0.99 93027 93 
92489 1.52 92.28 92 
90970 oes 90.76 90 
88835 1°72 88.63 88 
87110 1ef4 86.91 86 
85371 1786 85.18 84 
83507 1.82 83.32 82 
81686 3.87 81.50 80 
77806 1.94 77.63 77 
75859 4.10 75.69 74 
71753 211 71.59 71 
69643 4.24 69.49 67 
65389 2.92 65.24 64 
62459 3.56 62.32 61 
58890 4.39 58.76 57 
54489 4.44 SAatesa 52 
50042 2.85 49.93 49 
47190 BS rewiiz, 47.08 45 
43460 4.47 43.36 41 
38984 4.41 38.90 37 
34561 {s\9XD) 34.48 32 
30355 4.09 30.29 28 
26287 3.24 26.20 25 
23007 3.19 22.96 21 
19814 3.09 ake) fe) 7 18 
16720 ch ey. 16.68 15 
ieyety/18) 207 Asp Ss a? 
11296 Phe ts) IM 27 10 
8865 1.79 8.85 8 
7075 1.59 7.06 ‘ 
5477 ar 5.46 3) 
3753 0.82 3.74 3 
2928 0.74 2.92 3 
2190 0.62 DAG 2 
1565 0.48 1.56 1 
1083 0.34 alg(ORs! a 
744 O223 0.74 dl 
509 0.18 0.51 1 
328 0.15 0.33 1 
182 0.08 0.18 1 
102 0.02 0.10 1 
Ta OOS 0.08 a 
50 0.02 0.05 1 
27 0.02 0.03 1 
akal 0.01 0.01 1 


Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Table 32. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Distribution of Scale Scores 


Grade 6 Reading 
NUMBER OF HIGHSCORE 183 
STUDENTS WITH 100,079 
VALID SCORES* LOW SCORE 124 
MEAN 156.7 2001 STATE SCALE 
PERCENTILES SCORE 
STANDARD 90 168.64 
DEVIATION 9.6 75 163.96 
50 (MEDIAN) 157.42 
VARIANCE 92.4 25 150.40 
10 143.36 
FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION 
SCALE CUMULATIVE CUMULATIVE 1999 STATE 
SCORE FREQUENCY _ FREQUENCY PERCENT PERCENT PERCENTILE 
183 er, 100079 OR0Z 100.00 — 99 
181 els 100062 0.02 99.98 99 
180 94 100041 0.09 99.96 99 
179 103 99947 0.10 99.87 99 
178 155 99844 Ones OO Ra, 99 
ANG) Fi 123 99689 (Ops ah 99.61 99 
176 573 99566 0.57 99.49 99 
aS 266 98993 OE AT! 98.91 99 
174 902 98727 0.90 98.65 99 
aS 1047 97825 OS) 97275 98 
i I{ FA 1238 96778 ie 4 96.70 97 
gal 1498 95540 IL Sie) 95.46 96 
170 1549 94042 il as 93.97 94 
169 2827 92493 ZS Z, 92.42 92 
168 3057, 89666 BIOS 89.60 89 
167 3258 86609 B26 86.54 87 
166 Bo5 83351 SEs 83.29 84 
ILSyS) 3240 80036 Bed. 79.97 80 
164 3198 76796 By 2A, 76.74 ae) 
163 8237, 73598 BSe23 7S) sy! nS 
162 3202 70361 B20 OSS: 69 
161 4034 67159 4.03 (oy) asil 65 
160 SZ 63125 Sy te 63.08 61 
159 2856 58004 PX A385) 57.96 56 
158 4749 55148 (ah 5 GES) Bis) S20) 52 
157 4484 50399 4.48 50.36 48 
156 3393 45915 BeS9 45.88 43 
155 3263 42522 BAS 42.49 39 
iVoyst 3947 39259 Bos 39.23 36 
Alls} 3} 3743 Bip sien See S528 32 
52 PN NAL 31569 PA alee’ SHH tore! 29 
53 4207 29438 4220 29.41 26 
ES 0) 2043 25280 A Oa 2 See! Ae 
149 3038 23188 By (OME! PX NG f Pah 
148 2325 20150 PRs EPA ZOwWLS 18 
Ae 2669 17825 2.67 ky) atcha 16 
146 SAS P5056 IL loys Sy sal! 14 
145 1483 Abs yay (ks) eas 1 3t6 0 13 
144 1890 a2 30 1.89 LAR te ile 
143 1617 10240 AR Loy) 10).23 9 
142 alias, 8623 I LA 8.62 8 
4d 1478 TSO 1.48 FireS{O) ch 
140 978 6029 0.98 6.02 5 
139 941 5051 0.94 50S 4 
138 856 AO 0.86 “baal 4 
AWS? 675 3254 0.67 325 3) 
136 651 2579 0.65 2S 2 
135 544 1928 0.54 1.93 a) 
134 408 1384 Oma: 1.38 1 
138 SZ 976 Ons 0.98 a 
LESS THAN 133 664 664 0.66 0.66 1 


Notes: *Students with valid scores are those students who attempted at least one item on the test. 


Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 


Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Table 33. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Distribution of Scale Scores 


Grade 6 Mathematics 
NUMBER OF HIGH SCORE 296 
STUDENTS WITH 100,367 
VALID SCORES* LOW SCORE 228 
MEAN 263.2 2001 STATE SCALE 
PERCENTILES SCORE 
STANDARD 90 276.76 
DEVIATION 9.9 75 269.93 
50 (MEDIAN) 262.38 
VARIANCE 98.2 25 255.96 
10 250.86 
FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION 
SCALE CUMULATIVE CUMULATIVE 2001 STATE 
SCORE FREQUENCY _ FREQUENCY PERCENT PERCENT PERCENTILE 
296 es) 100294 0.01 100.00 99 
294 54 100281 0.05 99.99 99 
293 94 100227 0.09 99.93 99 
207 233 100133 GeZzs 99.84 99 
290 WAZ 99900 ®) sellak 99.61 99 
288 583 99788 0.58 99.50 99 
286 WAT 99205 Onn 98.91 99 
284 923 98478 0.92 98.19 98 
283 746 97555 0.74 Whe PAT 97 
282 376 96809 O37: 96.53 96 
281 eS 96433 A Psa, 96.15 96 
280 951 95218 0.95 94.94 94 
279 1390 94267 1.39 93.99 93 
278 1476 92877 AL gl 92.60 92 
AG fT asysial 91401 il lsyst Oe Ss 90 
276 1607 89870 il, (60) 89.61 89 
295 PIN 88263 Pia 88.00 87 
274 2215 86049 5; PRAM 85.80 85 
2S 1695 83834 1.69 83.59 83 
alia. 2860 82139 Zao) 81.90 80 
PLUAL 2334 79279 233 79.05 78 
270 3041 76945 3 {0s} WOE GP n> 
269 3029 73904 Broz HSs(8) iz. 
268 3014 HOSTS 3}. (oul 70.67 69 
267 Suef: 67861 Bevo 67.66 66 
266 3848 64090 3.84 63.90 62 
265 2516 60242 9, -Jsyal 60.07 59 
264 3785 57726 She, 9 Shy) akais} 56 
263 3305 53941 Bes BSEas Bye 
262 4028 50636 “al, {0)72 50.49 48 
261 4005 46608 3.99 46.47 44 
260 4843 42603 4.83 42.48 40 
259 4085 37760 4.07 BVT) os 36 
258 3428 33675 BW 8858 32 
PAST) ; 3328 30247 BesiZ BOR nS 28 
256 3454 26919 Baa 4 26.84 25 
255 3872 23465 3.86 PASS CMO, Pak 
254 2475 19593 PRATNG 19.54 18 
2535 3561 17118 BY SSS tO, ALS 
SZ 22161 il sisysyy 2.20 Shays 12 
PASYAL 2066 11346 2.06 ahi Sieh 10 
250 1984 9280 1.98 OR2> 8 
249 Wf Aa 7296 WAT PA Wega 6 
248 1361 5569 AL SUS 5), Sys) 5 
247 935 4208 0.93 fA PAD, 4 
246 825 B23 0.82 S26 3 
245 690 2448 0.69 Ph EMA 2 
244 Sat 1758 Oe 52 tet ifs: af 
243 405 247 0.40 iN PA aL 
242 SS 842 OFST 0.84 iL 
241 202 529 BFAD) 0253 1 
240 116 S27 Olena he Oeess 1 
239 109 PARAL ORT Om2t al 
LESS THAN 239 LOS 103 0) SANG. ORO i 


Notes: *Students with valid scores are those students who attempted at least one item on the test. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 


127 


Table 34. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Distribution of Scale Scores 


Grade 7 Reading 
NUMBER OF HIGH SCORE 183 
STUDENTS WITH 96,945 
VALID SCORES* LOWSCORE 126 
MEAN 159.9 2001 STATE SCALE 
PERCENTILES SCORE 
STANDARD 90 170.39 
DEVIATION 8.5 75 165.98 
50 (MEDIAN) 160.72 
VARIANCE 72.6 25 154.60 
10 148.58 
FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION 
SCALE CUMULATIVE CUMULATIVE 2001 STATE 
SCORE FREQUENCY _ FREQUENCY PERCENT PERCENT PERCENTILE 
OS 35 96945 0.04 100.00 She, 
181 178 96910 Os CHS) SNS shy) 
alg) 187 96732 De, WS) Shs) Sas} 99 
178 258 96545 O27 Shs) 18) SIE) 
AL aPy) 354 96287 0237 Sh) He, 
DAS 480 95935 ORO shel NS 99 
a5 1277 95453 HS 2) 98.46 98 
174 839 94176 0.87 97.14 98 
AES 945 9335u ORO 96.28 Si] 
Ig) 2203 92392 Bis E5 s}s) 5 SHC 95 
akafak 2605 CHOKE) 2.69 lsh, Oe! 93 
170 2908 87584 3.00 90.34 on 
169 cyiblow 84676 32125 87.34 88 
168 3428 S525 3.54 84.09 84 
167 3525 78097 3.64 80.56 81 
166 3573 74572 £8) 16492 al. 
165 3.5.34) 70999 3.64 US se! Yee 
164 7163 67468 Woss 69R59 67 
163 3456 60305 35 NS OP). Al 62 
162 3338 56849 3.44 58.64 56 
161 6453 Gysitaybal 6.66 a} 5\e, FAG) vil 
160 3035 47058 Sus 48.54 45 
Aye) 5627 44023 J. Se 45.41 41 
158 PRS BT fs) 38396 PAYS; BS) oul 36 
Si S052 35620 Bye Al 36.74 SZ 
156 8592 30570 Bh. SO, ShiL ys) 28 
ALIS)\S) B22 PUTT S55 28.03 25 
154 2938 23926 32103 24.68 2aP 
ilisys! 2832 20988 Zee ZI > alts, 
52, 3307 18156 Sea Ashe TS: a? 
sUshak 1490 14849 nt! 1532 14 
150 1966 3359 208 AnS Hs TR! eZ 
149 1846 3.93 9,0 aA © aiak 
148 TS 5 9547 Abe, 9235 10 
147 1004 8392 1.04 8.66 8 
146 aletakes! 7388 S36 Wr02 7 
145 1194 6070 1, Sees 6a 6 6 
144 724 4876 ORS 3) OE 5 
143 678 4152 Os 10, 4.28 4 
142 631 3474 OF65 BEoS 3 
141 568 2843 . 0.59 2-93 2 
140 491 22>) Om 5a 25 2 
139 B97 1784 0.41 1.84 1 
138 354 1387 OnSi7 a3 i 
Si, 466 1033 0.48 a OFF, al 
136 PTA 567 0.28 0.58 aL 
iets 149 296 OLS (0) gota aL 
134 53 147 OFS Oe 15 il 
5 49 94 0.05 0.10 it 
LESS THAN 133 45 45 OF 05 0.05 il 


Notes: *Students with valid scores are those students who attempted at least one item on the test. Data received from LEAs and charter schools 


after August 2001 are not included in this table. Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Table 35. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Distribution of Scale Scores 


Grade 7 Mathematics 
NUMBER OF HIGH SCORE 305 
STUDENTS WITH 97,114 
VALID SCORES* LOW SCORE 231 
MEAN 267.1 2001 STATE SCALE 
PERCENTILES SCORE 
STANDARD : 90 281.96 
DEVIATION 10.6 75 273.94 
50 (MEDIAN) 266.07 
VARIANCE 113.2 25 259.34 
10 254.19 
FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION 
SCALE CUMULATIVE CUMULATIVE 2001 STATE 
SCORE FREQUENCY _ FREQUENCY PERCENT PERCENT PERCENTILE 
305 9 97060 0.01 100.00 99 
304 14 97051 0.01 99.99 99 
302 15 TUS Tt 0.08 99.98 99 
300 BS 96962 0.06 99.90 99 
299 73 96907 0.08 99.84 99 
298 116 96834 OFT 99.77 99 
297 114 96718 Ope 99.65 99 
295 285 96604 O29 99.53 99 
294 430 96319 0.44 99.24 99 
292 509 95889 0252 98.79 99 
291 S22 95380 0532 98.27 98 
290 280 95068 0.29 S7TEI5 98 
289 759 94788 0.78 97.66 97 
288 PAHS. 94029 0.79 96.88 96 
287 913 93258 0.94 96.08 96 
286 539 92345 0.56 95.14 95 
285 990 91806 Al OP 94.59 94 
284 1128 90816 eG 931557 93 
283 1683 89688 leases 92.40 92 
282 P20 88005 I PXS 90.67 90 
281 1346 86784 1.39 89.41 89 
280 13335 85438 ib Sis) 88.03 87 
279 MRSS AG 84125 aw etial 86.67 86 
278 2073 82755 Phe Nga 85.26 84 
277 2348 80682 PR) Sarees 82 
276 S30) 78334 Less 80.71 80 
PAG fea) 2546 76804 D. oF Ue duel 78 
274 2639 74258 22 iGr a Us 
nS 2664 71619 Be Week TOTS) wiz, 
272 2798 68955 2.88 Gia forse 70 
271 2831 66157 2.92 68.16 67 
Vek) 4097 63326 4.22 65.24 63 
269 2107 59229 he 1S), 61.02 60 
268 4293 Lay (DL PXF2 4.42 58.85 Sil 
267 2341 52829 2e4%: 54.43 5S 
266 4597 50488 4.74 S2e02 50 
265 4689 45891 4.83 47.28 45 
264 2425 41202 PHO} 42.45 41 
263 4721 38777 4.86 39.95 38 
262 2369 34056 2.44 3 5).0,9 34 
261 4632 31687 4.77 82.105 30 
260 BaOL 27055 2a eis} OA Peel f 27 
259 3332 24793 Beas Misia avs! 24 
258 3245 21461 SS! PHP) slit 20 
PNY! 2140 18216 DIO) A ShA Y/Y 18 
256 2043 16076 PR AAD) G56 16 
255 3799 14033 She heal 14.46 13 
254 1ie'S 10234 ee AD) TOSSA 10 
253 1586 8499 oS 8.76 8 
PES? 1452 6913 50 Gen UP) 6 
ZL EZ55 5461 1.29 Bos 5 
250 1074 4206 Pare fl chs} 4 
249 889 S32 0.92 Bees 5 
248 306 2243 (0) SEW Phir Sia l 2 
247 393 1937 0.40 2.00 2 
246 519 1544 O2A5s 59 JL 
245 369 IWS PASS 0.38 1.06 J 
244 263 656 Ove 7 0.68 1 
243 178 393 0.18 0.40 a 
242 86 25, 0.09 04.22 i 
241 54 129 0.06 O13 1 
240 10 WS: O20 0.08 af 
239 Ze 65 O02 0.07 Al 
238 26 43 0.03 0.04 1 
LESS THAN 238 17 Le O02 0.02 af 


Notes: *Students with valid scores are those students who attempted at least one item on the test. Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are 
not included in this table. Prepared by the NCDP] Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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NUMBER OF 
STUDENTS WITH 
VALID SCORES* 


MEAN 


STANDARD 
DEVIATION 


VARIANCE 


SCALE 
SCORE 
186 
184 
182 
181 
180 
A TAS) 
178 
a, 
176 
75 
174 
173 
172 
abgfat 
170 
169 
168 
67 
166 
165 
164 
163 
162 
161 
160 
159 
158 
ANSI) 
156 
55 
154 
53 
ALS 
v5 1 
150 
149 
148 
147 
146 
145 
144 
143 
142 
141 
140 
139) 
138 
LSi7 
136 

LESS THAN 136 


Notes: *Students with valid scores are those students who attempted at least one item on the test. 


Table 36. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Distribution of Scale Scores 
Grade 8 Reading 


93,305 


163.1 


8.1 


64.9 


FREQUENCY 


FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION 


CUMULATIVE 
FREQUENCY 


93305 
93297 
93222 
92988 
S257 
92489 
92084 
91625 
90376 
89647 
87687 
85452 
82846 
79842 
HOTZ 
73459 
70107 
63218 
59848 
56495 
50077 
45467 
41004 
36925 
Shi TASIS' 
27287 
24193 
21298 
17830 
15548 
12929 
11673 
9472 
8467 
7545 
5901 
Sua 
4379 
3660 
3067 
2187 
1487 
Woes, 
783 
524 
215 
132 
63 

35 

ZAM 


PERCENT. 


OOOOMDMDOAOAODADAOAOOAOOOORPOPNPNNWWWRhUPKPAWWYIWWWWDHNONNOr OD OWAO0CAOD OE 
Fo OE oe Ie Be eh n een a oD eit ne i amet re Cem mara: Gata uml fo om ue, ete Ser an (Ue ee eo eer ee ee ee a Te See een 


HIGH SCORE — 186 


LOW SCORE 132 
2001 STATE SCALE 
PERCENTILES SCORE 
90 172.93 
1B: 168.48 
50 (MEDIAN) 163.76 
25 158.20 
10 152.36 
CUMULATIVE 2001 STATE 
PERCENT. PERCENTILE 
100.00 99 
99898 oe) 
Oe) eat 99 
99.66 99 
99.41 ee) 
ME) abs} 99 
98.69 99 
98.20 98 
96.86 oF, 
96.08 96 
9395 94 
Shilie, Se Cpl 
88.79 89 
S5mbi/ 86 
82223 82 
he 1 Vs 
T5a4 74 
67.475 69 
64.14 65 
60R55 60 
530)/ ais) 
48.73 49 
43.95 45 
BE) 7 40 
34.06 36 
TE) 3 PX 32 
FNS) 5 SIE 28 
DEA SE 25 
yeast PRA 
16.66 18 
137786 16 
LZ 14 
LORELES 12 
90/7 abst 
8.09 9 
6aS2 8 
5.48 7 
4.69 6 
SK 5 
Brag 4 
2n34 3 
i a, 2 
ah Sang) 2 
0.84 a§ 
0.56 L 
0.23 al 
0.14 af 
0.07 L 
0.04 i 
0.02 1 


Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Table 37. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Distribution of Scale Scores 


Grade 8 Mathematics 
NUMBER OF HIGH SCORE 310 
STUDENTS WITH 93,408 
VALID SCORES* LOW SCORE 235 
MEAN 270.0 2001 STATE SCALE 
PERCENTILES SCORE 
STANDARD 90 284.65 
DEVIATION 11.0 75 277.63 
50 (MEDIAN) 269.26 
VARIANCE 119.9 25 262.27 
10 256.02 
FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION 
SCALE CUMULATIVE CUMULATIVE 2001 STATE 
SCORE FREQUENCY __ FREQUENCY _ PERCENT PERCENT PERCENTILE 
310 2 93408 0.00 100.00 99 
309 8 93406 0.01 100.00 99 
307 20 93398 0.02 99.99 go 
306 DD: 93378 0.02 99.97 99 
305 50 93356 0.05 99.94 99 
303 53 93306 0.06 99.89 99 
302 79 93253 0.08 99.83 99 
301 169 93174 0.18 99.75 99 
299 211 93005 0.23 99.57 99 
297 291 92794 0.31 99.34 99 
296 373 92503 0.40 99.03 99 
295 405 92130 0.43 98.63 98 
293 499 91725 0.53 98.20 98 
292 587 91226 0.63 97.66 97 
291 585 90639 0.63 97.04 97 
290 726 90054 0.78 96.41 96 
289 1151 89328 i, Wo 95.63 95 
288 822 88177 0.88 94.40 94 
287 1397 87355 1.50 93.52 93 
286 988 85958 1.06 92.02 91 
285 1064 84970 ays 90.97 90 
284 2234 83906 2.39 89.83 89 
283 1158 81672 1.24 87.44 87 
282 2400 80514 Dei 86.20 85 
281 1359 78114 1.45 83.63 83 
280 2686 76755 2.88 82.17 81 
279 1377 74069 1.47 79.30 79 
278 3014 72692 3.23 77.82 76 
277 1573 69678 1.68 74.60 74 
276 3184 68105 3.41 12M 71 
275 2495 64921 2.67 69.50 68 
274 2605 62426 DTS 66.83 65 
273 2633 59821 DEe2 64.04 63 
272 3647 57188 3.90 61.22 59 
271 2869 53541 3.07 57.32 56 
270 2956 50672 3.16 54.25 53 
269 4212 47716 4.51 51.08 49 
268 2130 43504 2.28 46.57 45 
267 3254 41374 3.48 44.29 43 
266 3471 38120 3.72 40.81 39 
265 3482 34649 3.73 37.09 35 
264 3658 31167 3.92 33.37 31 
263 3598 27509 3.85 29.45 28 
262 2415 23911 2.59 25.60 24 
261 2326 21496 2.49 23.01 22 
260 2338 19170 2.50 20.52 19 
259 2223 16832 2.38 18.02 17 
258 2221 14609 2.38 15.64 14 
257 2096 12388 2.24 13.26 12 
256 1967 10292 PD AL 1. OF 10 
255 1757 8325 1.88 8.91 8 
254 1578 6568 1.69 7.03 6 
253 1323 4990 i 0B 5.34 5 
252 1083 3667 1.16 3.93 3 
251 424 2584 0.45 RUG 3 
250 432 2160 0.46 231 2 
249 668 1728 On72 1.85 iq 
248 396 1060 0.42 3 il 
247 285 664 achat On7a a 
246 174 379 0.19 0.41 1 
245 45 205 0.05 0.22 1 
244 52 160 0.06 0) a7) 1 
243 45 108 0.05 0.12 1 
242 37 63 0.04 0.07 1 
241 Nah 26 0.01 0.03 a‘ 
240 3 15 0.00 0.02 1 
LESS THAN 240 12 12 0.01 0.01 1 


Notes: *Students with valid scores are those students who attempted at least one item on the test. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Table 38. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Grade 3 Mean Scale Score by LEA - Reading 


[State | Mean Score’ | 2001 LEA Performance 


Metrolina Regional** 
Quest Academy** 
Mountain Community ** 


Cape Fear Center** 
Tiller School** 

Elkin City 

Orange Co. Charter** 


Craven, Onslow, Union Academy** 
Cherokee, Clay, Currituck, Henderson, Millennium**, Mooresville City 
Lincoln Charter**, Newton Conover City 
Alleghany, Ashe, Kings Mountain City, Swain 
Burke, Davidson, River Mill Charter**, Transylvania, Yancey 
Cabarrus, Davie, New Hanover 
Caldwell, Haywood, Moore, Mount Airy City, Rutherford, Union 
Johnston, Pender 
Asheville City, Brunswick, Dare, Lenoir, Orange, Sterling Montessori**, Washington Montessori**, Wilson 
Cleveland, Roanoke Rapids City 
2001 State Alexander, Charlotte/Mecklenburg, Franklin Academy**, Jones, Mitchell, Perquimans, Tyrrell, Wilkes 

Arapahoe**, Beaufort, Chatham Charter**, Gaston, Gates, Pamlico, Person, Research Triangle**, Yadkin 
Catawba, Greensboro Academy**, Iredell-Statesville 

1999,2000 State Clinton City, Cumberland, Guilford, Harnett, Lincoln, McDowell, Nash-Rocky Mount, Phoenix Academy**, 
Stokes, Surry, Wayne, Whiteville City, Winston-Salem/Forsyth 
Granville, Randolph, Sampson, Stanly 
Asheboro City, Caswell, Chatham, Jackson, Rowan-Salisbury 


1998 State Brevard Academy**, Duplin, Pitt 
Alamance-Burlington, Durham, Evergreen Community**, Lee, Rocky Mt Charter Public**, Shelby City 
Elizabeth City/Pasquotank, Graham, Hickory City, Kannapolis City, Rockingham 


American Renaissance**, Columbus, STARS ** 
Lexington City 

Martin, Maureen Joy**, Robeson 

Franklin, Scotland 


1997 State 
1996 State 


1995 State 


1993,1994 State 
Anson, Bertie, Bethel Hill**, Bridges**, Warren 
Community Charter** 
Forsyth Academies** 
Francine Delany**, Hertford 


S.B. Howard**, SPARC Academy**, Washingtor 
Children’s Village Academy*’ 

Dillard Academy**, Village Charter** 

Weldon City 


Haliwa-Saponi Tribal**, Success Institute** 
Rowan Academy** 


C.G. Woodson** 
Healthy Start** 
Sugar Creek** 


Omuteko Gwamaziima** 
Northeast Raleigh** 
Turning Point** 





Carter Community** 
East Winston Primary** 


Harnett Early Childhood**, Stanly Co. Community** 
Crossnore Academy**, Grandfather Academy** 





Notes: ‘Mean scale scores are rounded up to the nearest two-tenths of a point. 
“Data are not reported where number tested is fewer than five. 
**Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete charter schoo] name can be found in the Appendix. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Table 39. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Grade 3 Mean Scale Score by LEA - Mathematics 


| State*** 2001 LEA Performance 
i - 


Metrolina Regional** 
Quest Academy** 


Chapel Hill-Carrboro City 


Mountain Community** 
Madison, Wake 


Avery, Cape Fear Center,** Cherokee, Henderson, Macon, New Hanove1 
Vance Charter** 
Buncombe, Cabarrus, Moore, Mooresville City, Roanoke Rapids City, Tiller School** 
Curntuck, Millennium,** Onslow, Orange Co. Charter,** Union 
Johnston 
Craven, Davidson, Davie, Haywood, Surry, Yadkin, Yancey 
Brunswick, Camden, Jackson, Tyrrell 
Alleghany, Newton Conover City, Orange, Pamlico, Pender, Swain, Union Academy** 
Burke, Charlotte/Mecklenburg, Clay, Gates, Kings Mountain City, Lee, Lenoir, Mount Airy City, Randolph, Summit Charter,** 
Whiteville City 
2001 State Alamance-Burlington, Jones, Rutherford 
Asheboro City, Asheville City, Beaufort, Caldwell, Chatham, Cleveland, Cumberland, Dare, Gaston, Harnett, Person, Stanly, Transylvania, Wilke: 
Alexander, Guilford, The Learning Center,** Wayne 
2000 State Greensboro Academy,** Iredell-Statesville, Lincoln, Lincoln Charter,** Mitchell, Stoke 
Durham, Nash-Rocky Mount, Sampson, Wilson, Winston-Salem/Forsyth 
Caswell, Chatham Charter,** Clinton City, Hickory City, Perquimans 
Catawba, Franklin Academy,** Granville, Pitt, Rowan-Salisbury, Shelby Cit: 
Columbus, Duplin 
1997,1998,1999 State Graham, Rocky Mt Charter Public** 
Arapahoe,** Brevard Academy,** Elizabeth City/Pasquotank, Kannapolis City, McDowell, Robeso1 
Martin, Rockingham 
East Wake Academy,** Lexington City, River Mill Charter,** Scotlanc 
Sterling Montessori** 
1995,1996 State Franklin, Hyde 
Phoenix Academy,**Piedmont Community,** Vance 
Bladen, Edenton/Chowan, Hoke, Montgomery 
Edgecombe, Englemann,** Greene, Village Charter,** Warren 
Richmond, Washington Montessori** 
1993,1994 State Evergreen Community,** Thomasville City 
American Renaissance** 
Bertie, STARS** 
Anson, Bridges,** Halifax, Northampton 
Forsyth Academies** 








C.G. Woodson,** Francine Delany,** Maureen Joy,** Research Triangle*’ 
S.B. Howard,** Washington 

Bethel Hill** 

Haliwa-Saponi Tribal** 

Success Institute** 

Children’s Village Academy*’ 

Community Charter,** Healthy Start** 


SPARC Academy** 
Carter Community** 


Rowan Academy,** Turning Point** 
Dillard Academy** 


Northeast Raleigh** 


Sugar Creek** 
East Winston Primary,** Hamett Early Childhood,** Stanly County Community** 


Omuteko Gwamaziima** 
Crossnore Academy,** Grandfather Academy** 
otes: +Mean scale scores are rounded up to the nearest two-tenths of a point. 
*Data are not reported where number tested is fewer than five. 
**Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete charter school name can be found in the Appendix. 
***State counts for 1993-00 have been converted to the 2000-01 scale for mathematics using results from the 2000-01 equating study. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Tesung Section. 
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Table 40. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Grade 4 Mean Scale Score by LEA - Reading 


| State | Mean Score 2001 LEA Performance 


2001 State 


2000 State 


1998,1999 State 


1996 State 


1997 State 


1994 State 
1995 State 


1993 State 


Magellan**, Metrolina Regional** 
Quest Academy** 

Tiller School** 

Chapel Hill-Carrboro City 


Brevard Académy** 
Clay 


Franklin Academy**, STARS**, Wataugz 
Orange Co. Charter** 
Cape Fear Center** 


Elkin City, Union Academy**, Wake 
Arapahoe** 


Cherokee, Greensboro Academy**, Phoenix Academy** 

River Mill Charter**, Summit Charter** 

Currituck, Dare, Francine Delany**, Henderson. P- ico 

Avery, Buncombe, Camden, Chatham Charter**, Transylvania, Yancey 
Lincoln Charter**, Macon 

Carteret, Haywood, Onslow, Polk 

Evergreen Community**, Orange 

Kings Mountain City, New Hanover 

Bethel Hill**, Craven, Mitchell, Swain 


Ashe, Burke, Cabarrus, Caldwell, Madison, Millennium**, Mount Airy City, Sterling Montesson** 
Davidson, Johnston, Roanoke Rapids City 

Catawba, Davie, Rutherford, Wilson 

Alexander, Cleveland, Mooresville City 

Alleghany, Union 

Clinton City, Gates, Hickory City, Jackson, Lenoir, Moore, Newton Conover City, Wilkes, Winston-Salem/Forsyth 
Brunswick, Nash-Rocky Mount, Pender 

Charlotte/Mecklenburg, Mountain Community**, Yadkin 

Alamance-Burlington, Durham, Guilford, Stanly 

Iredell-Statesville, Rockingham 

American Renaissance**, Asheboro City, Asheville City, Chatham, Cumberland, Elizabeth City/Pasquotank, 
Gaston, Harnett, Kannapolis City, Lee, Lincoln, McDowell, Person, Shelby City, Stokes, Surry 

Randolph 

Graham, Rowan-Salisbury, Vance Charter** 

Duplin, East Wake Academy**, Edenton/Chowan, Forsyth Academies**, Hyde, Pitt, Sampson, Tyrrell. 
Village Charter**, Wayne 


Bridges**, Granville, Perquimans, The Learning Center**, Whiteville City 


Beaufort, Children’s Village Academy**, Franklir 
Grandfather Academy**, Greene, Jones, Scotland 


Caswell, Columbus, Englemann**, Halifax 


Martin, Thomasville City, Vance 

Bertie, S.B. Howard** 

Northampton, Warren 

Hertford, Lexington City, Montgomery, Richmond 


Washington 


Anson, Rocky Mt Charter Public** 
Hammett Early Childhood** 


Success Institute** 

Maureen Joy** 

SPARC Academy**, Weldon City 
Piedmont Community** 
Haliwa-Saponi Tribal**, Sugar Creek** 


Northeast Raleigh** 
Rowan Academy** 


Research Triangle** 
Healthy Start**, Turning Point** 





€ scores are rounded up to of a point. 


**Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete charter schoo] name can be found in the Appendix. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDP] Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Table 41. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Grade 4 Mean Scale Score by LEA - Mathematics 


State*** Mean Score 2001 LEA Performance 
Magellan** 
Quest Academy** 


Metrolina Regional** 
Chapel Hill-Carrboro City 


Brevard Academy** 

Clay 

Watauga 

Tiller School** 

Elkin City 

Arapahoe** 

Wake 

Kings Mountain City, Polk 

Orange Co. Charter** 

Camden, Madison, Yancey 

Currituck, Union Academy** 

Cherokee, New Hanover 

Carteret, Henderson, Macon, Transylvania 

Cape Fear Center**, Dare 

Buncombe, Roanoke Rapids City 

Avery, Cabarrus, Cleveland 

Chatham Charter**, Francine Delany**, Franklin Academy* 

Davidson, Onslow, Orange, Pamlico, Rutherfor¢ 

Alamance-Burlington, Ashe, Haywood, Hickory City 

Craven, Davie, Greensboro Academy**, Johnston, Mount Airy City, Union, Wilkes, Yadkis 
Caldwell, Lincoln 

Catawba, Kannapolis City, Moore, Mooresville City, Mountain Community**, Pender, Surr- 
Alleghany, Burke, Charlotte/Mecklenburg, Lee, Lincoln Charter**, Mitchell, Nash-Rocky Mount, Wilso: 
Durham, Guilford, Swain, Winston-Salem/Forsytl 

Gaston, Jackson, Newton Conover City, Person 

Cumberland 

Chatham, Duplin, Gates, Lenoir, Randolph, River Mill Charter*’ 

Alexander, Brunswick, Clinton City, Hamett, Millennium**, Rowan-Salisbury, Stanly, Stokes, Village Charter* 
Iredell-Statesville 

Asheboro City, Columbus, Elizabeth City/Pasquotank, Phoenix Academy**, Rockingham, STARS**, Whiteville Cit 
Asheville City, Granville, McDowell, Summit Charter**, Wayn: 

Beaufort, Perquimans, Pitt, Sampsor 

Bertie, Franklin, Graham, Jones, Scotland, Shelby City, The Learning Center**, Tyrrel] 
Bethel Hill** 

Caswell, Evergreen Community**, Forsyth Academies*' 

Bladen, Vance 

Edenton/Chowan, Greene, Robeson 

Halifax, Martin 


Hyde, Lexington City 

S.B. Howard** 

Hertford, Hoke 

American Renaissance**, Anson, Edgecombe, Richmonc 

Englemann** 

Community Charter**, Northampton, Success Institute**, Vance Charter**, Washingto 
Montgomery 

Sterling Montessori**, Warrer 

Thomasville City 


East Wake Academy**, Weldon City 


2001 State 


998,1999 State 


1997 State 


1996 State 


| 1995 State 


1994 State Maureen Joy** 


Bridges**, Haliwa-Saponi Tribal**, Piedmont Community* 
1993 State 





Children’s Village Academy**, Grandfather Academy**, Rocky Mt Charter Public” 
Harnett Early Childhood**, Rowan Academy*’ 


Healthy Start** 
SPARC Academy** 
C.G. Woodson**, Northeast Raleigh** 


Research Triangle** 


Turning Point** 
Carter Community** 


Sugar Creek** 


Omuteko Gwamaziima** 
Crossnore Academy**, Woods Charter** 
Notes: +Mean scale scores are rounded up to the nearest two-tenths of a point. . 
*Data are not reported where number tested is fewer than five , ‘ 
**Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete charter school name can be found in the Appendix. 
***State counts for 1993-00 have been converted to the 2000-01 scale for mathematics using results from the 2000-01 equating study. 
Data received from LEAs and charter school after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Table 42. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Grade 5 Mean Scale Score by LEA - Reading 4 


a 


Metrolina Regional** 

Cape Fear Center** 

Magellan** 

Chapel Hill-Carrboro City, Lake Norman** 


Mountain Community** 
Francine Delany**, Quest Academy** 


Watauga 


Camden 
Avery, Wake 


Transylvania 
Buncombe, Dare, Henderson, Macon, Polk 
Clay 


Carteret, Currituck, Davie, Elkin City, Greensboro Academy**, Haywood, Lincoln Charter**, Mount Airy City, Onslow, River Mill Charter* 
Evergreen Community** 

Cabarrus, Swain 

Madison 

Craven, Davidson, Kings Mountain City, New Hanover, Summit Charter**, Yancey 

Alleghany, Ashe, Caldwell, Cherokee, Franklin Academy**, Gates, Moore, Orange 

Burke, Newton Conover City, Pamlico 

Alexander, Brunswick, Catawba, Johnston, Person, Rutherford, Union, Wilkes, Wilson 

Charlotte/Mecklenburg, Mitchell 

Asheville City, Chatham, Hickory City, Lenoir, Mooresville City, Rowan-Salisbury, Yadkin 

Alamance-Burlington, Arapahoe**, Guilford, Lincoln, Nash-Rocky oe Pender, Randolph, Stokes, Surry, Winston-Salem/Forsyth 
Bridges**, Iredell-Statesville 

Cleveland, Graham, Lee, Phoenix Academy**, Stanly 

Gaston, Jackson, McDowell 

Brevard Academy**, Cumberland, Tiller School** 

Asheboro City, Clinton City, Duplin, East Wake Academy**, Greene, Jones, Perquimans, Pitt, Roanoke Rapids City, Rockingham, 
Sampson, Village Charter** 

: Harnett, Wayne, Whiteville City 

1998,1999 State : Beaufort, Bethel Hill**, Elizabeth City/Pasquotank, Franklin, Kannapolis City, Orange Co. Charter**, Scotland, Shelby City, Tyrrell 
Durham 

Edenton/Chowan, Sterling Montessori** 

Caswell, Community Charter**, Forsyth Academies**, Halifax 


American Renaissance**, Bladen, Hyde, Richmond 


1997 State : Granville, Rocky Mt Charter Public** 

Columbus, Lexington City, Martin, Northampton, S.B. Howard** 
Warren 

1995 State : Hoke, Vance 

Vance Charter** 

1996 State ; Bertie, MAST**, Montgomery, Robeson 

1994 State 





Piedmont Community**, Washington 

1993 State : Edgecombe, Englemann** 

Anson 

Hertford, Thomasville City 

Healthy Start**, Omuteko Gwamaziima**, Weldon City, Woods Charter** 


Children’s Village Academy*’ 
Carter Community**, Haliwa-Saponi Tribal** 


Chatham Charter**, Maureen Joy** 
C.G. Woodson** 

The Learning Center** 

SPARC Academy** 

Northeast Raleigh** 

Turning Point** 

Sugar Creek** 

Rowan Academy** 

Harnett Early Childhood** 
STARS** 


Grandfather Academy** 
Crossnore Academy**, Research Triangle**, Success Institute** 


Notes: ‘Mean scale scores are rounded up to the nearest two-tenths of a point. 
*Data are not reported where number tested is fewer than five. : 
*“Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete charter school name can be found in the Appendix. . 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Table 43. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Grade 5 Mean Scale Score by LEA - Mathematics 


State*** 2001 LEA Performance 
Metrolina Regional** 


Magellan** 

Quest Academy** 

Cape Fear Center** 

Lake Norman** 

Chapel Hill-Carrboro City 
Francine Delany** 


Transylvania, Wake, Watauga 


Mount Airy City, Polk 


Buncombe, New Hanover 

Dare, Yancey 

Ashe, Cabarrus, Greensboro Academy** 

Carteret, Kings Mountain City, Macon, Summit Charter**, Surn 
Alamance-Burlington, Arapahoe**, Orange, Union 


Alleghany, Hickory City, Lincoln, Persor 

Camden, Catawba, Cherokee, Currituck, Haywood, Moore, Mountain Community**, Newton Conover City, Onslov 
Davidson, Graham, Lee, Madison 

Cleveland, Craven, Guilford, Johnston, Mooresville City, Randolpt 

Caldwell, Charlotte/Mecklenburg, Pamlico, Roanoke Rapids City, Rutherforc 

2001 State Lenoir, River Mill Charter**, Rowan-Salisbury, Swain, Wilke: 

Beaufort, Burke, Iredell-Statesville, Pender, Perquimans, Winston-Salem/Forsyth, Yadki) 

Asheville City, Chatharr 

Brunswick, Cumberland, Gaston, Lincoln Charter**, Wilso1 

Clay 

99,2000 State Clinton City, Franklin Academy**, Nash-Rocky Moun 

Alexander, Elizabeth City/Pasquotank, Stokes 

Asheboro City, McDowell 

Brevard Academy**, Duplin, Durham, Evergreen Community**, Halifax, Jackson, Pitt, Shelby City, Whiteville Ci 
Jones 

Gates, Greene, Rockingham, Sampson, Stanly, Wayne 

Caswell, Harnett, Kannapolis City, Lexington City, Tyrrel 

S.B. Howard** 

Chatham Charter**, Scotlanc 

East Wake Academy**, Franklir 

Vance 

Bladen, Columbus, Hyde, Mitchell, Rocky Mt Charter Public** 

Vance Charter** 

Bertie, Edenton/Chowan, Martin, Phoenix Academy**, Richmon 

Forsyth Academies**, Tiller School**, Village Charter**, Warre 

1998 State 
Bridges**, Granville, Robesor 
Hoke 


1997 State Anson, Montgomery, Northampton, Piedmont Community* 
American Renaissance**, Sterling Montessori**, Washingto: 


Orange Co. Charter** 


1996 State Weldon City 
Bethel Hill**, Edgecombe, Hertford, Thomasville Cit 


Maureen Joy** 
Haliwa-Saponi Tribal** 
1995 State Englemann**, MAST** 


C.G. Woodson**, Healthy Start** 





1994 State 


Carter Community**, SPARC Academy**, Woods Charter*’ 
1993 State 
Children’s Village Academy* 


Northeast Raleigh** 


Turning Point** 
Sugar Creek** 
Grandfather Academy**, Omuteko Gwamaziima*’ 


Rowan Academy**, STARS** 


Harnett Early Childhood** 
Crossnore Academy**, Research Triangle**, Success Institute*’ 
otes: +Mean scale scores are rounded up to the nearest two-tenths of a point. 
*Data are not reported where number tested is fewer than five. : 
**Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter schoo] name has been abbreviated; the complete charter schoo] name can be found in the Appendix. 
***State counts for 1993-00 have been converted to the 2000-01 scale for mathematics using results from the 2000-01 equating study. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schoo] after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section 
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Table 44. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Grade 6 Mean Scale Score by LEA - Reading 


| State __| Mean Score 2001 LEA Performance 


Metrolina Regional** 

Magellan**, Quest Academy** 
Exploris** 

Chapel Hill-Carrboro City 

Orange Co. Charter**, Transylvania 


Francine Delany**, Lake Norman** 
Watauga 


































Mountain Community** 
Tiller School** 
Clay, Currituck, Elkin City, Henderson, Mount Airy City, Thomas Jefferson** 


Cherokee 
Brevard Academy**, Dare, Greensboro Academy**, Wake 


Ashe, Camden, Franklin Academy**, Woods Charter** 

Macon, Polk 

Alleghany, Buncombe, Sterling Montessori** 

Avery, Cabarrus, McDowell, Moore, Yancey 

Davie, Haywood, Summit Charter** 

Davidson, Graham, Johnston, Kings Mountain City, Onslow, River Mill Charter**, Stanly, Union, Village Charter** 
Carteret, Madison, Pamlico 

Evergreen Community**, Mooresville City, New Hanove1 

Burke, Jackson, Swain 

Catawba 

Bridges**, Caldwell, Chatham, Gates, Pender, Surry, Wilkes, Yadkin 


Craven, Orange, Rutherford 
Alexander, Arapahoe**, Downtown Middle**, East Wake Academy**, Guilford, S.B. Howard**, Wilson, Winston-Salem/Forsytt 


Asheboro City, Bethel Hill**, Hyde, Perquimans, Person, Randolph, Tyrrell 
Iredell-Statesville, Roanoke Rapids City 
Charlotte/Mecklenburg, Cleveland, Cumberland, Lincoln, Mitchell, Stokes 










1999,2001 State 
2000 State 





















1998 State Harnett, Kestrel Heights**, Lenoir, Lincoln Charter**, Newton Conover City, Pitt, Rowan-Salisbury, Shelby City 
1997 State Alamance-Burlington, Asheville City, Brunswick, Duplin 
1996 State Gaston, Hickory City, MAST**, Nash-Rocky Mount, Wayne, Whiteville City 


Elizabeth City/Pasquotank, Rockingham, Vance Charter** 

Caswell, Durham, Granville, Kannapolis City, Lee, Richmond, Rowan Academy**, Sampson 
Clinton City, Forsyth Academies** 

American Ren. Middle**, Beaufort, Columbus, Franklin 

Edenton/Chowan, Scotland 

Bethany Community**, Englemann**, Greene, Jones 


Bladen, Hoke 
Rocky Mt Charter Public**, Thomasville City 


Children’s Village Academy**, Halifax, Lexington City, Montgomery, Robeso1 
Anson, Chatham Charter**, Hertford 









1994,1995 State 
1993 State 













The Learning Center**, Washington 
Northeast Raleigh**, SPARC Academy**, Vance 


Alpha Academy** 
Turning Point** 


Bertie, Quality Education** 
















Imani Institute** 
C.G. Woodson**, Weldon City 


Omuteko Gwamaziima** 





Provisions Academy ** 


CIS Academy** 
Crossnore Academy**, Grandfather Academy**, Harnett Early Childhood**, Kennedy Charter**, Lakeside School** 


Notes: ‘Mean scale scores are rounded up to the nearest two-tenths of a point. 
*Data are not reported where number tested is fewer than five. 
**Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete charter school name can be found in the Appendix. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Table 45. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Grade 6 Mean Scale Score by LEA - Mathematics 


2001 LEA Performance 
Metrolina Regional** 


Quest Academy** 

Magellan** 

Chapel Hill-Carrboro City, Orange Co. Charter*’ 
Transylvania 








Exploris**, Francine Delany*’ 
Kings Mountain City 
Lake Norman** 


Elkin City, Greensboro Academy**, Tiller School* 


Buncombe, Currituck, Mountain Community**, Yance: 
Brevard Academy**, Mount Airy City 

Ashe, Cabarrus, Camden, Franklin Academy**, Wake 
Cherokee, Dare, Madison, Polk, Union 

Pamlico 

Avery, Moore, Yadkin 

Haywood, New Hanover 

Alleghany, Davie, Stanly 

Clay, Davidson, Johnston, Kestrel Heights**, Macor 


Burke, Hyde, Lincoln, Wilkes 

Cleveland 

Arapahoe**, McDowell, Onslow, Pender, Surry 

Alexander, Caldwell, Chatham, East Wake Academy**, Jackson, Shelby City 

Carteret, Catawba, Newton Conover City, Orange, Summit Charter** 

Bethel Hill**, Gaston, Gates, Graham, Iredell-Statesville, Lee, Stokes, Winston-Salem/Forsyt) 


Asheboro City, Bethany Community**, Lenoir, Person, Tyrrell, Vance Charter* 

Alamance-Burlington, Craven, Mooresville City, Perquimans, Randolph, Roanoke Rapids City, Rutherfor: 
Charlotte/Mecklenburg, Village Charter** 

Guilford, Harnett, Pitt, Rowan-Salisbury, Wilsor 


Brunswick, Caswell, Cumberland, Whiteville City 

Kannapolis City, Wayne 

MAST**, Nash-Rocky Mount 

Elizabeth City/Pasquotank, Rockingharr 

Sampson 

Asheville City, Downtown Middle**, Edenton/Chowa1 

Greene, Hickory City, Jones, Richmond, Sterling Montessori**, S wait 
Bladen, Columbus, Durharr 

Beaufort, Duplin, Franklin, Hoke, Mitchel 

Granville 

Clinton City, Evergreen Community**, Forsyth Academies**, River Mill Charter* 
Englemann**, Montgomery, S.B. Howard**, Scotland, Thomasville Cit 


Anson, Robeson 


Halifax, Lincoln Charter** 
Chatham Charter**, Martin 


Edgecombe, Hertford 


Northampton, Rowan Academy** 
The Learning Center**, Washingtor 
Lexington City, Woods Charter** 
Bertie, Vance 


1994,1995 State 


Bridges** 


1993 State 
Northeast Raleigh**, Weldon City 


American Ren. Middle**, C.G. Woodson** 
Children’s Village Academy* 

Turning Point** 

Sugar Creek** 


Alpha Academy**, Carter Community*’ 
CIS Academy**, Omuteko Gwamaziima**, Quality Education* 


Imani Institute**, SPARC Academy*’ 


Provisions Academy** 
Crossnore Academy**, Grandfather Academy**, Harnett Early Childhood**, Kennedy Charter**, Lakeside School** 
Notes: +Mean scale scores are rounded up to the nearest two-tenths of a point. 
*Data are not reported where number tested is fewer than five. ' 
**Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete charter school name can be found in the Appendix. 
***State counts for 1993-00 have been converted to the 2000-01 scale for mathematics using results from the 2000-01 equating study. 
Data received from LEAs and charter school after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Table 46. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Grade 7 Mean Scale Score by LEA - Reading 


| State ‘| Mean Score 2001 LEA Performance 


Exploris** 

Quest Academy** 

Magellan** 

Chapel Hill-Carrboro City, Francine Delany** 

































Camden, Mountain Community** 
Mount Airy City 


Wake 

Clay, Franklin Academy** 

Avery, Cherokee, Orange Co. Charter**, Woods Charter** 
Buncombe 

Dare, Henderson, Kestrel Heights**, Yancey 

Asheville City, Mooresville City, Newton Conover City 


Alleghany, Carteret, Currituck, Elkin City, Jackson, Mitchell, Onslow, Polk 

Cabarrus, Chatham, Stanly 

Asheboro City, Caldwell, Catawba, Craven, Davie, Haywood, Johnston, New Hanover 

Davidson, Downtown Middle**, Graham, Macon, Orange, Rutherford, Surry, Union, Wilkes 

Swain 

Brevard Academy**, Burke, Clinton City, Madison, McDowell, Moore, Summit Charter**, Village Charter** 
Arapahoe**, Chatham Charter**, Pender 

Kings Mountain City, Person, Pitt 

Brunswick, Cumberland, Guilford, Hyde, Lenoir, River Mill Charter**, Thomas Jefferson**, 

Vance Charter**, Whiteville City, Winston-Salem/Forsyth, Yadkin 

Edenton/Chowan, Evergreen Community**, Shelby City 

Charlotte/Mecklenburg, Granville, Hickory City, Lincoln Charter**, Nash-Rocky Mount, Rockingham 
Cleveland, Duplin, East Wake Academy**, Harnett, Iredell-Statesville, Pamlico, Randolph, 
Rowan-Salisbury, Sterling Montessori**, Wilson 

Stokes 

Alamance-Burlington, Alexander, Gaston, Gates, Roanoke Rapids City 

Lee 

American Ren. Middle**, Beaufort, Jones, Lincoln, Perquimans, Sampson, Wayne 

Durham, Scotland 

Elizabeth City/Pasquotank, Franklin, Richmond 

Bladen 

Greene, Kannapolis City 

Alpha Academy**, Anson, Caswell, Columbus, The Learning Center**, Tyrrel] 

Hoke 







2000 State 






1999,2001 State 







1998 State 














1997 State 
1995 State 
1996 State 







1994 State 
















1993 State 






Martin, Montgomery, Rocky Mt Charter Public** 
C.G. Woodson**, Imani Institute**, Warren 






Hertford, Lexington City, Thomasville City 
Edgecombe 


Carter Community**, MAST** 
Bethany Community**, Weldon City 
CIS Academy** 


Bertie, SPARC Academy**, Washington 
Vance 


Provisions Academy** 





Crossnore Academy**, Omuteko Gwamaziima** 
Success Academy** 


Lift Academy** 
Bridges**, Grandfather Academy**, Kennedy Charter**, Lakeside School** 
Mean scale scores are rounded up to the nearest two-tenths of a point. 
*Data are not reported where number tested is fewer than five. 
**Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete charter school name can be found in the Appendix. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Table 47. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Grade 7 Mean Scale Score by LEA - Mathematics 


2001 LEA Performance 


280.9 Magellan** 






























Francine Delany**, Lake Norman** 
Mount Airy City, Transylvania 
Quest Academy** 


Mountain Community**, Watauga 
Franklin Academy** 
Ashe 


Henderson, Mooresville City, Orange Co. Charter** 
Buncombe 

Alleghany, Avery, Newton Conover City, Polk 
Wake 


Camden, Cherokee 
Elkin City 

Dare, Johnston, Surry, Yancey 

Asheville City 

Chatham Charter**, New Hanover, Union 
Caldwell, Haywood, Lee, Madison, Onslow 


Catawba, Clay, Currituck, Jackson, Orange, Stanly 


Cabarrus 

Brunswick, Cleveland, Davidson, Kings Mountain City, Lenoir, Pender, Pitt, Roanoke Rapids City, Rutherford, Summit Charter**, Wilkes 
Arapahoe**, Carteret, Iredell-Statesville, Moore, Perquimans 

Edenton/Chowan, Graham, Lincoln, McDowell, Wilson, Woods Charter** 


Alamance-Burlington, Burke, Chatham, Davie, Winston-Salem/Forsyth, Yadkin 

Asheboro City, Gaston, Hamett, Macon 

Hyde, Vance Charter** 

Clinton City, Craven, Gates, Nash-Rocky Mount, Pamlico, Person, Randolph, Shelby City 
Duplin, Guilford 

Charlotte/Mecklenburg, Stokes, Wayne 

Alexander, Downtown Middle**, Lincoln Charter**, Rowan-Salisbury 

The Learning Center** 

Hickory City, Kestrel Heights**, Martin, Rockingham, Thomas Jefferson**, Village Charter** 
Mitchell 

Elizabeth City/Pasquotank, Scotland, Tyrrell 

Beaufort, Cumberland, Durham, East Wake Academy**, Franklin, Kannapolis City, Swain, Whiteville City 


Granville, Sampson, Sterling Montessori** 








| 2001 State 



















- 


1999,2000 State 





Bethany Community**, Brevard Academy** 


Robeson 
River Mill Charter** 


1998 State 
Edgecombe, Hertford, Northampton 
Rocky Mt Charter Public** 
Lexington City 

American Ren. Middle**, Halifax 
S.B. Howard**, Warren 


Thomasville City, Vance 


1997 State 








1995, 1996 State 
C.G. Woodson**, Evergreen Community**, Weldon City 
Imani Institute** 

Bertie, Washington 

Alpha Academy** 


CIS Academy**, MAST**, Quality Education** 
Carter Community** 


Omuteko Gwamaziima**, SPARC Academy** 


1993, 1994 State 


Provisions Academy** 
Crossnore Academy** 
Lift Academy** 


Success Academy** 
Bridges**, Grandfather Academy**, Kennedy Charter**, Lakeside School** 
| Notes: +Mean scale scores are rounded up to the nearest two-tenths of a point. 
*Data are not reported where number tested is fewer than five. . 
**Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete charter school name can be found in the Appendix. 
***State counts for 1993-00 have been converted to the 2000-01 scale for mathematics using results from the 2000-01 equating study. 
Data received from LEAs and charter school after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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2001 State 
2000 State 


1999 State 


1998 State 


1997 State 


1995,1996 State 
1994 State 


1993 State 


Table 48. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Grade 8 Mean Scale Score by LEA - Reading 


Francine Delany** 
Quest Academy**, Watauga 
Summit Charter** 


Yancey 
Clay, Lake Norman**, Orange Co. Charter**, Sterling Montessori**, Transylvaniz 


Alleghany, Evergreen Community**, Mount Airy City, Polk, Thomas Jefferson**, Wake 
Brevard Academy**, Cherokee 
Buncombe, Dare, River Mill Charter**, Village Charter** 


Camden, Moore, Mooresville City, Woods Charter** 

Curntuck, Graham, Henderson, Johnston 

Burke, East Wake Academy**, Swain 

Avery, Cabarrus, Catawba, Elkin City, Madison, Orange, Surry, Union 

American Ren. Middle**, Ashe, Asheboro City, Craven, Onslow 

Carteret, Chatham, Davidson, Jackson, Kestrel Heights**, Mitchell, New Hanover 

Haywood, McDowell, Pamlico, Pender, Stanly 

Chatham Charter**, Kings Mountain City, Shelby City 

Alexander, Clinton City, Davie, Roanoke Rapids City, Rutherford, Wilkes, Winston-Salem/Forsyth 
Gates, Newton Conover City, Pitt 

Brunswick, Caldwell, Iredell-Statesville, Lenoir, Wilson 

Arapahoe**, Cleveland, Downtown Middle**, Guilford, Hyde, Macon, Person, Yadkin 

Asheville City, Quality Education** 

Alamance-Burlington, Charlotte/Mecklenburg, Duplin, Granville, Harnett, Hickory City, Lee, Randolph, Rockingham, Stokes 
Bethany Community**, Lincoln, Whiteville City 


Durham, Elizabeth City/Pasquotank, MAST** 


Beaufort, Columbus, Edenton/Chowan, Greene, Lincoln Charter**, Perquimans, Richmond, Rowan-Salisbury, Thomasville City 


Jones, Kannapolis City, Scotland 
Bladen, Franklin, Tyrrell 

Martin, Montgomery 

Bertie, Northampton 


Anson, Hoke, Provisions Academy** 

Robeson, S.B. Howard** 

C.G. Woodson**, Lexington City 

Alpha Academy**, Edgecombe, Hertford, Vance 


SPARC Academy** 


Bridges**, Weldon City 
Grandfather Academy** 
Kennedy Charter** 
Imam Institute** 


Lakeside School** 

Crossnore Academy**, Omuteko Gwamaziima** 
Carter Community** 

CIS Academy** 

Lift Academy** 

Laurinburg Homework** 


Success Academy** 
The Learning Center** 





Notes: ‘Mean scale scores are rounded up to the nearest two-tenths of a point. 
*Data are not reported where number tested is fewer than five. 
**Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete charter school name can be found in the Appendix. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Table 49. 2000-01 End-of-Grade Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Grade 8 Mean Scale Score by LEA - Mathematics 





Exploris** 


Lake Norman** 


Quest Academy** 


Cherokee 
Buncombe, Currituck 


Mooresville City, Yancey 


Surry 
Avery, Clay, Henderson, Orange Co. Charter**, Polk 


Johnston, Newton Conover City 

Alleghany, Graham 

Moore 

Dare, Madison, Thomas Jefferson** 

Catawba 

Arapahoe**, Lenoir, River Mill Charter** 

Ashe, Haywood, Jackson, Onslow, Pender, Union 


Davidson, Hyde, New Hanover, Pamlico, Perquimans, Wilkes 
Asheboro City, Clinton City, Iredell-Statesvilk 

Gates, McDowell 

Brunswick, Davie, Village Charter**, Wilsor 

Burke, Caldwell, Kestrel Heights** 


2000,2001 State i Alamance-Burlington, Brevard Academy**, Cleveland, Kings Mountain City 
Asheville City, Carteret, Edenton/Chowan, Elkin City, Mitchell, Rutherford, Shelby City, Sterling Montessori* 
Harnett, Pitt, Winston-Salem/Forsyth 
Beaufort, Craven, Duplin, Evergreen Community**, Hickory City, Roanoke Rapids Cit 
Randolph 
1998,1999 State u Alexander, Gaston, Kannapolis City, Orange, Yadkin 
Guilford, Stokes, Swain 
(Charlotte/Mecklenburg, Macon, Rockingham 


East Wake Academy**, Elizabeth City/Pasquotank, Scotland, Tyrrel 
Downtown Middle**, Martin, Nash-Rocky Mount, Sampson, Wayne, Woods Charter** 
Granville 


Columbus, Cumberland 
F Franklin 
1996,1997 State A ‘Durham, Montgomery, Richmond 
Bladen, Lincoln Charter**, Thomasville City 


Robeson, Rocky Mt Charter Public** 
Jones 
1995 State 
Edgecombe, Greene 
Hertford, Northampton 
American Ren. Middle**, Bethany Community**, Hoke 


Bertie, MAST**, Vance, Washington 
1993 State 


Caswell, Quality Education** 
S.B. Howard**, Warren 
Grandfather Academy** 


Bridges** 
Omuteko Gwamaziima** 
CIS Academy**, Imani Institute** 


SPARC Academy** 
Crossnore Academy** 


Alpha Academy** 
Kennedy Charter** 


Success Academy** 
(Carter Community** 


Laurinburg Homework** 
Lift Academy** 


Lakeside School** 
The Learning Center** 
Notes: +Mean scale scores are rounded up to the nearest two-tenths of a point. 
*Data are not reported where number tested is fewer than five. 
**Denotes a charter schoo]. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete charter schoo] name can be found in the Appendix. 
***State counts for 1993-00 have been converted to the 2000-01 scale for mathematics using results from the 2000-01 equating study. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Notes: "N Tested” and "N Level III, IV" for the ethnicity categories do not sum to the "N Tested" and "N Level III, IV" for the state because ethnicity was not coded on some 


Figure 1. 1999-00 to 2000-01 North Carolina High School Comprehensive Multiple-Choice Test Results 





State 


77,360 
47,756 


80,692 
49,686 


61.7 61.6 


42.2 43.9 


American 
Indian 


1,083 
457 


997 
438 





Percent of Students At or Above Level III in Reading 
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Figure 2. 1999-00 to 2000-01 North Carolina High School Comprehensive Multiple-Choice Test Results 


80,492 
Sp HIEY 





Percent of Students At or Above Level III in Mathematics 
by Ethnicity 


66.0 98-2 





American Asian Black Hispanic Multi-Racial 
Indian 
1,075 1,590 20,666 1,657 594 51,396 
484 1,167 8,438 887 392 38,409 
990 1,642 21,814 2,041 685 53,260 
523 1,256 9,652 1,115 467 40,689 


student answer sheets and, therefore, some students were reported in the state data only. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in these figures. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 


150 





pa ana Miatherm=atics 


sen BS oe zcaacitaixrt 


= -<>ss->--= eee 


—-<>s=<er= =< 


Sapabar— 








‘uonsag Bunsaysaolalag Ari[iquiunossy Jo WoIstAtg [dCON up Aq pasedaig 
‘Aun3yy SIP UL papnjouy jou are [OZ IsnBny JaxJe spooyss Joey pure syq’] WO Paaraoal BIVG !9}0N 


ZEL‘ES = AI III [PAT N 989°6r = AI III [9491 N 
Z6P'08 = PAISAL N 769'08 = P91S9.L N 
soewWayyeyy SUIPvay 
yee y ueIpuy ye1oey uevIpuy 
Ou “Hin «otuedsipyY = yorg = URIS UROLOUY aye) Ny “HNL OtuedsiY «YORI uvIsy ueronouy WEIS 














ae) 
g 
e 
= 
2 
N 
= 
Qa 
oO 
= reo 9°19 
T8o 9 
COPE 
VOL 08 
06 
00T 
Ayoruyyg Aq 


sojVUlayjey, pues SuIpeay Ul [J] [PAI] VAOGY 10 JV SjUapNjS Jo 3U9910g 
cuncanr 16a ¥ ad1ouy-aIdUINIAT PAISUdYo.1d WO) [OOYIS YSIF{ BUI[OIVD YIION [10-0007 “€ dINSI 





151 


N=26,530 












N=391 















Asian Female 


N=295 


Asian Male 


saree WIV—44—«« 


= aa 









= ee . 


ch 74.5% 


















N=389 





an Female 


sol ————# 
suse //7/7//////"** 
a poe 


ercent of Students 





Tt 


American 


American 
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Table 4. 2000-01 North Carolina High School Comprehensive Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Performance of Academically Gifted, Exceptional, Limited English Proficient and Title I Students 


Percent Ator Percent At or Average Average 


Number Above Level III Above Level III Scale Score Scale Score 
All Students 80,692 100.0 61.6 66.8 164.9 178.4 
Not Exceptional 66,748 83.0 61.4 67.0 164.7 oli fi 
Academically Gifted 7,507 9.3 95.7 97.4 Tos 194.6 
..G Reading 4,566 = 95.8 97.1 175.4 194.8 
AG Math 4,457 SS) 95.8 97.8 173.2 195.7 
Students with Disabilities 6,164 TEE 21.4 Zhi 154.8 165.9 
Behaviorally-Emotionally Handicapped 411 0.5 17.5 16.2 153.5 162.8 
Hearing Impaired 82 0.1 25.6 37.8 155.8 168.1 
Educable Mentally Handicapped 901 1.1 22 3.4 148.9 157.8 
Specific Learning Disabled 3,898 4.8 23.8 32.4 155.6 167.5 
LD Reading 2,404 3.0 16.8 29.2 153.9 166.5 
LD Math 1,636 2.0 19.5 2182 154.3 164.4 
LD Written Expression 3,061 3.8 23.8 34.1 155.6 168.0 
LD Other 104 0.1 23.1 26a7, 156.1 166.2 
Speech-Language Impaired 67 0.1 26.9 25.4 157.8 166.8 
Visually Impaired 35 0.0 48.6 52.9 162.7 174.9 
Other Health Impaired 661 0.8 31.6 33.1 1ST 168.2 
Orthopedically Impaired cy 0.0 48.6 38.9 | eye LiO7 
Traumatic Brain Injured I) 0.0 na by ie he 
Autistic 34 0.0 41.2 35.3 158.5 168.7 
Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled 0 0.0 iy * - is 
Multihandicapped 8 0.0 - = < 
Deaf-Blind 2 0.0 = > * 
Trainable Mentally Disabled 6 0.0 > y % = 
Section 504 S71 Ox, 41.5 48.2 160.5 L724 
Limited English Proficient 748 0.9 21.8 38.6 155.6 169.1 
Not Served by Title I 78,748 97.6 61.9 67.2 165.0 178.5 
Schoolwide Title I Program 1,184 1.5 Saag 39.9 159.1 169.6 
Targeted Assistance 31 0.0 48.4 41.9 159.7 170.8 
Migrant 93 0.1 J23 40.9 USTs) 170.1 


Notes: *No scores are reported for groups with fewer than thirty students. 
'Percents for "Not Exceptional" through "Trainable Mentally Disabled” are based on the sum of the students in those categories. 
Percents for "Section 504" through "Migrant" as well as AG and LD categories are based on the number tested in the "All Students" category. 
*The standard for grade-level proficiency is a test score at Level III or above on high school comprehensive tests in reading and mathematics. 
The "All Students" and "Not Exceptional" categories are shown for the purpose of comparison. 
"Not Exceptional,” "Academically Gifted" and "Students with Disabilities" do not sum to "All Students" because some student answer sheets 
were not coded completely. 
All data are rounded to the nearest tenth, therefore, exceptional categories may not sum to 100%. 
"Number Tested" is the number of students who took the high school comprehensive test in reading. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Table 5. 2000-01 North Carolina High School Comprehensive Multiple-Choice Test Results 


Performance of Students Using Accommodations 


Percent Ator Percent Ator Average Average 
Number Above Level II] Above Level III Scale Score Scale Score 
Category Tested Percent Reading Mathematics Reading Mathematics 
4 Students 80,692 100.0 61.6 66.8 164.9 178.4 
Fille Edition San 00 * * * * 
[ge Print 25 0.0 “! sd 
{sistive Technology 8 0.0 * * * * 
fiille Writer 4 0.0 3 “ ? * 
(mmer Abacus 0 0.0 * * * * 
[station to Scribe 22 0.0 ‘ i a - 
lerpreter Signs Test** 16 0.0 _ - ig _ 
lignification Devices a 0.0 * * * 7, 
‘ident Marks in Test Book 810 1.0 18.8 24.0 154.3 164.9 
‘st Administrator Reads Test Aloud** 1,999 25 6.7 aah S13 162.4 
le of Typewriter or Word Processor 9 0.0 es 76 aS ie 
lspital/Home Testing . 4] 0.1 S1e2 46.2 161.0 169.8 
laltiple Test Sessions 404 0.5 15:1 20.3 153./ 163.7 
'heduled Extended Time 4,417 ap 215 28.5 155.0 166.3 
‘sting in a Separate Room cpa PA 4.4 1557, 2341 1532) 164.6 
liglish/Native Language Dictionary/Electronic Translator PEM) 0.3 20.3 43.6 155.4 170.5 
ie Test Item per Page 0 0.0 “A * * ; 


dtes: *No scores are reported for groups with fewer than thirty students. 
Accommodations reported may have been implemented only for reading, only for mathematics, or for both portions of the test. 
Accommodations are available for students with disabilities, limited English proficiency or temporary disabilities. 
All data rounded to the nearest tenth, therefore, accommodation categories may not sum to 100%. 
"Number tested" is the number of students who took the High School Comprehensive test in reading. 
**The "Interpreter Signs Test" and "Test Administrator Reads Test Aloud” accommodations are prohibited from use during the administration 
of tests that measure reading skills. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Table 6. 2000-01 High School Comprehensive Multiple-Choice Test Results | 
Participation of Students with Special Needs** ! 





Reading Mathematics 
High School Comprehensive _ Tested Percent Tested Percent 
Statewide* 85,570 100.0 85,570 100.0 
All Students with IEPs 7,860 9.2 7,860 9.2 
Standard Administration 6,164 pe 6,154 Lee 
With Accommodations 5,587 6.5 5,587 6.5 
NCCATS Accommodation Pilot*** 783 0.9 779 0.9 
Behaviorally-Emotionally Disabled 32 0.0 ey) 0.0 
Hearing Impaired 4 0.0 5 0.0 
Educable Mentally Disabled 455 0.5 454 0.5 
Specific Learning Disabled 165 0.2 166 0.2 
Speech-Language Impaired 3 0.0 3 0.0 
Visually Impaired 3 0.0 3 0.0 
Other Health Impaired 43 0.1 41 0.0 
Orthopedically Impaired 4 0.0 4 0.0 
Traumatic Brain Injured 1 0.0 7 0.0 
Autistic 10 0.0 11 0.0 
Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled 5 0.0 5 0.0 
Multihandicapped 14 0.0 14 0.0 
Deaf-Blind 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Trainable Mentally Disabled 38 0.0 34 0.0 
Alternate Assessments * 
NCAAAI Pilof*** 198 0.2 201 0.2 
Behaviorally-Emotionally Disabled 7 0.0 7 0.0 
Hearing Impaired Pe 0.0 2 0.0 
Educable Mentally Disabled 118 0.1 118 0.1 
Specific Learning Disabled 22 0.0 21 0.0 
Speech-Language Impaired 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Visually Impaired 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Other Health Impaired 14 0.0 14 0.0 
Orthopedically Impaired a 0.0 2 0.0 
Traumatic Brain Injured 0 0.0 1 0.0 
Autistic 10 0.0 10 0.0 
Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled 0 0.0 Z 0.0 
Multihandicapped > 0.0 5 0.0 
Deaf-Blind 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Trainable Mentally Disabled 18 0.0 19 0.0 
NCAAP#¥*** 270 0.3 270 0.3 
Behaviorally-Emotionally Disabled 1 0.0 1 0.0 
Hearing Impaired 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Educable Mentally Disabled 50 0.1 50 0.1 
Specific Learning Disabled 1 0.0 1 0.0 
Speech-Language Impaired 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Visually Impaired 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Other Health Impaired 8 0.0 8 0.0 
Orthopedically Impaired 1 0.0 1 0.0 
Traumatic Brain Injured 1 0.0 1 0.0 
Autistic 26 0.0 26 0.0 
Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled 43 0.1 43 0.1 
Multihandicapped 38 0.0 38 0.0 
Deaf-Blind 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Trainable Mentally Disabled 101 0.1 101 0.1 
All Students Identified Only Under Section 504** 604 0.7 604 0.7 
Standard Administration 571 0.7 569 0.7 
With Accommodations 352 0.4 352 0.4 
NCCATS Accommodation Pilot*** 5 0.0 3 0.0 
Alternate Assessments 
NCAAAF¥* 0 0.0 0 0.0 
NCAA PS #** 0 0.0 0 0.0 
All Limited English Proficient Students** 1,025 I2 1,025 Te 
Standard Administration 748 0.9 743 0.9 
With Accommodations 452 0.5 452 0.5 
Not Participating 
First Year 139 0.2 139 0.1 
Second Year 109 0.1 109 0.1 


Notes: *Actual student membership is used for the statewide N-counts. 
**Due to miscoding or rounding, some columns may not add up to the total. These data represent coding on the 2000-01 high school comprehensive test answer sheets. 
These data do not reflect the actual number of alternate assessments scored for the 2000-01 school year. 
***NCCATS is the North Carolina Computerized Adaptive Testing System accommodation and the NCAAAI is the North Carolina Alternate Assessment 
Academic Inventory; both were pilots for the 2000-01 school year. 
****NCAAP is the North Carolina Altermate Assessment Portfolio. 

Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 


158 





Table 7. 2000-01 North Carolina High School Comprehensive Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Characteristics and Performance 


Percent Ator Percent At or Average Average 
Above Level III Above Level III Scale Score Scale Score 
N Percent Reading Mathematics Reading Mathematics 

_ All Students 80,692 100.0 61.6 66.8 164.9 178.4 
Gender 

( Male 40,032 49.6 56.3 65.2 163.6 178.2 
Female 40,657 50.4 66.8 68.3 166.2 178.6 
Ethnic Group j 
American Indian 997 ee 43.9 52.8 160.5 172.9 
Asian 1,636 2.0 63.4 76.5 165.9 184.2 
Black 21,872 27a) 40.0 44.3 159.9 170.5 
Hispanic 2,054 2.6 47.9 54.6 161.6 173.4 
Multi-Racial 686 0.9 66.3 68.2 165.8 178.3 
White 53,387 66.2 ah ie. 76.4 167.1 181.8 
Other 39 0.1 th 8S) ~ 45.0 162.0 173.4 
Parental Education 
Did not finish high school 4,909 6.3 34.9 42.8 158.7 170.0 
High school graduate 19,706 22 46.6 54.5 161.3 173.5 
After high school education 8,018 10.3 64.3 68.1 165.0 177.8 
Trade or business school 2,970 3.8 58.5 62.0 163.7 176.4 
Community college 14,044 18.0 O31 69.2 165.0 178.1 
Four-year college degree 19,586 Bish 4) 1s fas 167.8 182.5 
Graduate school 8,928 11.4 84.0 86.3 171.6 188.5 
Hours of Homework (per week) 
None assigned 1555 2.0 26.2 28.4 155.4 166.3 
Assigned but not done 2,564 Se 44.4 a Le 160.4 IW ee) 
1 hour or less 18,524 23.4 47.4 54.5 161.5 | ified) 
1 to 3 hours 35,105 44.3 61.3 66.5 164.6 177.5 
More than 3, less than5 hours 11,849 15.0 76.6 80.8 168.6 183.8 
Between 5-10 hours 7,508 9.5 85.1 88.2 Vides 188.1 
More than 10 hours 2,088 2.6 85.4 88.3 17253 190.7 
Days Absent (so far this year) 
0-7 days 54,687 68.6 66.3 22 166.1 180.4 
8-14 days 16,910 Dae 55.8 60.1 163.4 175.5 
15-21 days 5,035 6.3 47.2 50.5 161.3 172.4 
More than 21 days 3,053 3.8 372 37.8 158.8 168.9 


Notes: "N" is the number of students who took the High School Comprehensive test in reading. Students may identify more than one 
"Courses Taken" or "Use of Outside Reading,” therefore, "N" will be greater than "All Students” and "Percent" will sum to greater than 100. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Table 7. 2000-01 North Carolina High School Comprehensive Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Characteristics and Performance (continued) 





Percent Ator Percent At or Average Average 
Above Level III Above Level III Scale Score Scale Score 
N Percent Reading Mathematics Reading Mathematics 
Use of Outside Readings* 
Class Discussions 46,867 58.1 69.3 74.1 166.7 180.8 
Oral Reports 20,816 25.8 68.0 eel 166.5 180.5 
Quizzes 45,382 56.2 67.6 72.0 166.3 180.2 
Essays 35,068 43.5 72.6 76.9 167.5 182.1 
Apply to 2cstivity 28,625 Sheps. 72.6 Vaal 167.4 181.7 
Apply to course project 14,363 17.8 76.0 80.5 168.7 183.8 
No Follow-up D122 fal Dail Dost 162.8 LI5ch 
Use of Graphing Calculator 
No regular access 13,263 16.8 48.9 519 161.6 tes" 
Has access, doesn’t use 11,647 14.7 61.2 65.5 164.5 Liat 
Uses 1-2 times a month 10,129 12.8 56.5 61.2 163.5 175.6 
Uses 1-2 times a week 13,648 I ee) 62.5 68.1 165.1 178.7 
Uses daily 30,372 38.4 69.6 76.2 167.2 182.7 
Courses Taken* 
Pre-Algebra 42,077 S22 69.2 73.4 166.8 181.1 
Algebra IA 2153 34.2 on i) 56.9 162.4 174.3 
Algebra I or IB 56,266 69.7 68.1 74.0 166.5 180.7 
Technical Math 5,697 qi) 50.1 56.6 162.1 174.3 
Geometry . 46,022 57.0 78.5 85.2 168.8 184.4 
Algebra II 22,631 28.1 90.1 95.3 172.4 192.0 
Advanced Math 2,807 3.5 90.6 94.0 174.8 198.5 
Science - outside reading 47,665 59.1 66.6 719 166.0 179.8 
Science - no outside reading L097 21:8 69.6 US¥s) 167.2 181.7 
Social Studies - reading 48,054 59.6 69.2 74.2 166.7 180.9 
Social Studies - no reading 12,937 16.0 69.9 74.4 167.0 181.4 
Vocational - reading 18,848 23.4 73.0 T79 167.2 181.5 
Vocational - no reading 13,841 17.2 172 81.8 168.5 183.7 
No Sci., SS, or Voc. 1,360 1.7 26.5 31.8 156.6 167.6 
Student Took Make-up Test 
Yes 4,556 =f! 39.3 44.3 159.3 171.0 
Misadministration 
Yes B33 0.4 56.2 58.3 162.7 175.1 


Notes: "N" is the number of students who took the High School Comprehensive test in reading. Students may identify more than one 
"Courses Taken" or "Use of Outside Reading,” therefore, "N" will be greater than "All Students" and "Percent" will sum to greater than 100. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Table 8. 2000-01 North Carolina High School Comprehensive Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Teacher Evaluation and Performance 


All Students 


Teacher Evaluation - Reading 
Expected Grade A 


Expected Grade B 
Expected Grade C 
Expected Grade D 
Expected Grade F 


Assessed as Level 1 
Assessed as Level 2 
Assessed as Level 3 
Assessed as Level 4 


Teacher Evaluation - Math 
Expected Grade A 
Expected Grade B 
Expected Grade C 
Expected Grade D 
Expected Grade F 


Assessed as Level 1 
Assessed as Level 2 
Assessed as Level 3 
Assessed as Level 4 


Notes: "N" is the number of students who took the High School Comprehensive test in reading. 


N 


80,692 


12,280 
24,650 
23,814 
10,336 

3,701 


8,275 
21557 
29,874 
13,559 


10,392 
21,309 
23,566 
12,087 

5,990 


11,725 
23,374 
26,646 
12,144 


Percent 


100.0 


16.4 
33.0 
31.8 
13.8 

5.0 


1133 
Pine P| 
40.6 
18.4 


14.2 
Dass 
S25) 
16.5 

8.2 


139 
31.6 
36.1 
16.4 


Percent At or 


Above Level III Above Level HI 
Mathematics 


Reading 


61.6 


90.0 
VERS 
>it 
ch¥f/ 
20; 


27.0 
44.5 
70.3 
2 


89.4 
doa 
55.6 
41.3 
33.5 


Shore 
50.7 
qh. 
91.0 


Percent At or 


66.8 


Ole 
77.6 
58.4 
42.7 
35.4 


34.2 
2.2 
75.4 
922) 


93:7 
80.2 
62.3 
45.1 
34.0 


36.9 
56.6 
78.0 
95.2 


Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Average 
Scale Score 


Reading 


164.9 


1729 
167.1 
162.3 
159.0 
156.9 


156.8 
161.0 
166.4 
L733 


172.8 
167.4 
163.3 
160.1 
158.3 


158.7 
162.2 
166.7 
173A 


Average 
Scale Score 


Mathematics 


178.4 


190.0 
181.2 
174.6 
170.3 
168.1 


167.9 
Li2Zy 
180.0 
190.5 


192.1 
182.2 
175.6 
LOS 
167.7 


168.5 
173.8 
181.1 
1925 


Table 9. 2000-01 North Carolina High School Comprehensive Test 


Goal Summary Report 
Developmental Score Number of #of Percent 
Mean Observations* Items Correct** 
READING (Average of Averages) 164.9 80,692 18) 


GOAL 1: Use strategies and processes that enhance control of communications 








. skills development. 18 65.5 
GOAL 2: Use language for the acquisition, interpretation, and application 
of information. 163 55.6 
Obj 2.1: Identify, collect or select information and ideas. 54 59.6 
Obj ? 7: Analyze, synthesize, and organize information and ideas | 
and discover related ideas, concepts or generalizations. a2 mies 
Obj 2.3: Apply, extend, and expand on information and concepts. 37 54.5 
GOAL 3: Use language for critical analysis and evaluation. 32 59.) 
Obj 3.1: Assess the validity and accuracy of information and ideas 4 
Obj 3.2: Determine the value of information and ideas 13 67.1 
Obj 3.3: Develop criteria and evaluate the quality, relevance, and 
importance of the information and ideas 15 53.4 
MATHEMATICS (Average of Averages) 178.4 80,492 70 
GOAL 1: Numerical Relationships 2h 60.4 
Obj 1.1: Perform operations with real numbers 3 
Obj 1.2: Solve problems involving number theory 9 61.7 
Obj 1.3: Solve problems using ratios, proportions, and percents 9 my Be 
GOAL 2: Growth and Measurement 63 47.2 
Obj 2.1: Geometric problems using two and three-dimensional shapes 18 Dod 
Obj 2.2: Solve problems using properties of angles, lines, and planes 9 Sie 
Obj 2.3: Solve problems using perimeter, area, and volume formulas ie Boek 
Obj 2.4: Solve problems using right triangle relationships 12 42.4 
Obj 2.5: Transform polygons in the coordinate plane 9 50.2 
GOAL 3: Algebraic Concepts 1s 51.4 
Obj 3.1: Use the language of algebra and formulas to solve problems 13 ow sal 
Obj 3.2: Demonstrate an understanding of relations and functions 12 56.7 
Obj 3.3: Graph and use linear equations and inequalities 14 51.6 
Obj 3.4: Solve problems that involve nonlinear equations 14 46.3 
Obj 3.5: Use an appropriate method to solve problems involving systems 
of equations and inequalities 14 42.4 
Obj 3.6: Perform operations with polynomials 5 62.3 
GOAL 4: Data Analysis 54 46.8 
Obj 4.1: Solve real world problems using statistics 23 58.8 
Obj 4.2: Solve real world problems using probability Pa | 40.4 
Obj 4.3: Fit a line or curve to a set of data 10 323 
NUMBER OF A B Cc 
STUDENTS (—_wrwrwnnnn= wee neenne wenn 
TAKING FORM 26,881 ZrO, 26,794 


Notes: * “Number of Observations” includes students who attempted at least one item on the test. 
** “Percent Correct” is the number of correct responses to an item divided by the number of students who took that item summed over all 
items for a goal or objective divided by the number of items for that goal or objective. 
Data received from LEAs after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Table 10. 2000-01 North Carolina High School Comprehensive Test 
Distribution of Scale Scores - Reading 





NUMBER OF HIGH SCORE 198 
STUDENTS WITH 80,692 
VALID SCORES* LOW SCORE 132 
MEAN 164.9 STATE SCALE 
PERCENTILES SCORE 
STANDARD 90 177.37 
DEVIATION 10.0 75 192.07 
| 7 50 (MEDIAN) 165.40 
| VARIANCE 100.2 25 158.28 
| 10 150.83 


FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION 








SCALE CUMULATIVE CUMULATIVE <598 STATE 
SCORE FREQUENCY FREQUENCY PERCENT PERCENT PERCENTILE 
198 1 80692 0.00 100.00 99 
197 5 80691 0.01 100.00 99 
195 4 80686 0.00 99.99 99 
194 T2 80682 0.01 99.99 99 
193 16 80670 702 99.97 99 
192 24 80654 0.03 99.95 99 
191 28 80630 0.03 99.92 99 
190 83 80602 0.10 99.89 99 
189 94 80519 0272 99.79 99 
188 110 80425 0.14 99.67 99 
187 220 80315 0227 99.53 99 
186 225 80095 0.28 99.26 99 
185 140 79870 Ott 98.98 99 
184 531 79730 0.66 98.81 99 
183 658 79199 0.82 98.15 98 
182 816 78541 LOL 97.33 98 
181 982 77725 23 96.32 97 
180 1106 76743 1.39 95.11 96 
179 1304 75637 1.62 93.74 95 
178 1446 74333 1.79 92.12 93 
127 2107 72887 2.61 90.33 91 
176 1689 70780 2.09 87.72 89 
175 1865 69091 2.32 85.62 87 
174 2678 67226 3.32 83.31 84 
173 2795 64548 3.46 79.99 82 
172 2855 61753 3.54 76.53 79 
“koe 2942 58898 3.65 72.99 76 
170 2910 55956 3161 69.35 73 
169 3076 53046 3.81 65.74 69 
168 3885 49970 4.81 61.93 66 
167 2949 46085 3.65 57.11 62 
166 2314 43136 2280 53.46 58 
165 4663 40822 5.78 50.59 55 
164 2294 36159 2.84 44.81 51 
163 2859 33865 3.54 41.97 47 
162 2176 31006 2270 38.43 43 
161 4193 28830 5.20 35.73 40 
160 2021 24637 2.50 30.53 36 
159 1911 22616 2:37 28.03 23 
158 2365 20705 2.93 25.66 30 
157 2372 18340 2.88 ee 27 
156 1618 16018 201 19.85 24 
155 1973 14400 2.45 17.85 a2 
154 1394 12427 v.73 15.40 19 
153 867 11033 1507 13.67 17 
152 A310 10166 1.62 12.60 15 
151 1167 8855 1.45 10.97 13 
150 1162 7688 1.44 9.53 ap 
149 1034 6526 1.28 8.09 9 
148 947 5492 P09 6.81 8 
147 936 4545 1.16 5.63 7 
146 531 3609 0.66 4.47 6 
145 545 3078 0.68 cee pl 5 
144 683 2533 0.85 a204 4 
143 543 1850 0.67 2.29 3 


Notes: *Students with valid scores are those students who attempted at least one item on the test. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Table 10. 2000-01 North Carolina High School Comprehensive Test 


SCALE 
SCORE 
142 
141 
140 
139 
138 
abehy/ 
136 
LESS THAN 136 


Distribution of Scale Scores — Reading (continued) 


FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION 


CUMULATIVE CUMULATIVE 1998 STATE 

FREQUENCY FREQUENCY PERCENT PERCENT PERCENTILE 
417 TES) 0552 1.62 2 
325 890 0.40 Wes AO, ak 
256 565 Ons2 0.70 ad 
107 309 Olen s) 0.38 al 
86 202 Ot: 0-25 al 
34 116 0.04 0.14 1 
24 82 0.03 0.10 1 
58 58 0.07 0.07 at 


Notes: *Students with valid scores are those students who attempted at least one item on the test. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Table 11. 2000-01 North Carolina High School Comprehensive Test 
Distribution of Scale Scores —- Mathematics 


NUMBER OF HIGH SCORE 226 
STUDENTS WITH 80,492 
VALID SCORES* LOW SCORE 141 
MEAN 178.4 : STATE SCALE 
PERCENTILES SCORE 
STANDARD 90 197.22 
DEVIATION 14.1 75 188.28 
50 (MEDIAN) 178.10 
VARIANCE 199.0 25 167.86 
10 159.62 
FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION 
SCALE CUMULATIVE CUMULATIVE 1998 JIATE 
SCORE FREQUENCY FREQUENCY PERCENT PERCENT PERCENTILE 
226 x 80492 0.00 100.00 99 
225 7 80491 0.01 100.00 99 
224 7 80484 0.01 99.99 99 
223 25 80477 0.03 99.98 99 
220 49 80452 0.06 99.95 99 
220 19 80403 0.02 99.89 99 
218 66 80384 0.08 99.87 99 
219 38 80318 0.05 99.78 99 
216 124 80280 Died 5 99.74 99 
215 51 80156 0.06 99.58 99 
214 169 80105 0.27 99.52 99 
213 98 79936 D242 99.31 99 
212 195 79838 0.24 99.19 99 
210 127 79643 0.16 98.95 99 
210 252 79516 D3 Ji 98.79 99 
209 123 79264 0.15 98.47 99 
208 254 79141 0.32 98.32 99 
207 475 78887 0.59 98.01 99 
206 365 78412 0.45 97.42 99 
205 394 78047 0.49 96.96 98 
204 417 77653 0.52 96.47 98 
203 469 77236 0.58 95.95 98 
202 795 76767 0.99 95.37 97 
201 793 75972 0.99 94.38 97 
200 859 75179 P07, 93.40 96 
199 923 74320 115 92.33 95 
198 659 73397 0.82 91.19 95 
197 1046 72738 TR ACK @) 90.37 94 
196 1034 71692 1.28 89.07 93 
195 1507 70658 1237 87.78 92 
194 1168 69151 1.45 85.91 91 
193 1240 67983 1.54 84.46 90 
192 1282 66743 1.59 82.92 89 
191 1323 65461 1.64 81.33 88 
190 1853 64138 2.30 79.68 86 
189 1453 62285 1.81 Ti23s 85 
188 2078 60832 2.58 75.58 83 
187 1594 58754 1.98 72.99 81 
186 1662 57160 2.06 quae 80 
185 1723 55498 2214 68.95 78 
184 1791 53775 ORO 66.81 76 
183 1865 51984 2232 64.58 74 
182 1977 50119 2.46 62.27 72 
181 2670 48142 Seae 59.81 70 
180 2070 45472 2.57 56.49 67 
179 2246 43402 2.79 53.92 64 
178 2255 41156 2.80 S113 62 
py 2357 38901 2.93 48.33 59 
176 2257 36544 2.80 45.40 56 
175 1633 34287 2.03 42.60 54 
174 1654 32654 2.05 40.57 52 
173 1670 31000 2.07 38.51 50 
172 2570 29330 3.19 36.44 47 
171 2502 26760 cee ee 33 e> 43 


Notes: *Students with valid scores are those students who attempted at least one item on the test. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Table 11. 2000-01 North Carolina High School Comprehensive Test 


Distribution of Scale Scores — Mathematics (continued) 


FREQUENCY DISTRIBUITON 


SCALE CUMULATIVE CUMULATIVE 
SCORE FREQUENCY FREQUENCY PERCENT PERCENT 
170 1654 24258 205 30.14 
169 840 22604 1.04 28.08 
168 2547 21764 SOAs 27.04 
167 1630 T9217 e(Os) PEN AEST 
166 808 17587 1.00 PEAY A133) 
165 2468 16779 Sa(Oy/ 20.85 
164 696 14311 0.86 AS THs} 
163 1538 eS 615) ako} TOm od 
162 2160 12077 2.68 15.00 
161 683 OS 0.85 WIE 
160 i339 9234 1.66 11.47 
#59 ANTS, 7895 PANS ) tesa 
158 So) 6156 ORGY WANS 
157) 1016 5601 UE SPAS 6.96 
156 i332 4585 ls) By 10) 
£55 724 3254 0.90 4.04 
154 Sly, 2530 0.64 3.14 
abisye) 489 2011 Oou! Pn {H0) 
52 574 S22 ORW Eu Its 
allay 362 948 0.45 ils alts! 
150 225 586 0.28 0.73 
149 167 363 eral 0.45 
148 7 196 O09 0.24 

LESS THAN 148 125 25 0.16 0.16 


Notes: * 


Students with valid scores are those students who attempted at least one item on the test. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Table 12. 2000-01 North Carolina High School Comprehensive Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Mean Scale Score by LEA - Reading 


2001 LEA Performance 


Thomas Jefferson** 
Raleigh Charter HS** 
Woods Charter** 





Quest Academy** 

Chapel Hill-Carrboro City 
Transylvania, Wake 

Asheville City, Clay, Graham, Watauga 
Elkin City, Shelby City 


Avery, Orange, Polk 
Cherokee 
Camden, Johnston, New Hanover 


Mount Airy City 

Cabarrus, Granville, Kestrel Heights**, Winston-Salem/Forsyth 

Hickory City 

Alleghany, Asheboro City, Buncombe, Guilford, Henderson, Roanoke Rapids City 

Burke, Carteret, Craven, Haywood, Kings Mountain City, Moore, Mooresville City, Onslow. 
Surry, Swain, Union 

Jackson 

Alamance-Burlington, Ashe, Chatham, Davie, Durham 


Catawba, Dare, Iredell-Statesville, Macon, Mitchell, Pender 
9, 2000, 2001 State Lee, Newton Conover City, Pitt 
Charlotte/Mecklenburg, Stanly, Wayne 
Gaston, Lexington City, Madison, McDowell, Person, Rowan-Salisbury, Rutherford 


Caldwell, Clinton City, Cumberland, Lenoir, Wilkes 
Cleveland, Richmond 
| Edenton/Chowan, Gates 
1998 State Duplin, Elizabeth City/Pasquotank, Franklin, Harnett, Lincoln, Perquimans, Rockingham, Thomasville City, 
Yancey 
Beaufort, Greene, Randolph 
Alexander, Yadkin 
Currituck, Hyde, Martin 
Nash-Rocky Mount 
Kannapolis City, Sampson 





Hoke, Jones, Montgomery, Pamlico 
Brunswick, Tyrrell, Whiteville City 


| Davidson, Edgecombe, Northampton, River Mill Charter**, Scotland, Washington, Wilson 
Stokes 


Bladen, Warren 
Columbus 

Anson, Vance 
Caswell, Robeson 


Cape Lookout Marine**, J.H. Baker Jr High** 
Halifax, Weldon City 

Laurinburg Homework** 

New Century** 


Laurinburg** 


Wayne Academy** 
Kennedy Charter**, Lakeside School**, Omuteko Gwamaziima** 


*s: *Scale scores from the region tables are rounded up to the nearest two-tenths of a point. 
**Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete charter school name can be found in the Appendix. 
***Data are not reported where number tested is fewer than five. —, 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 


167 





Table 13. 2000-01 North Carolina High School Comprehensive Multiple-Choice Test Results 


2001 State 


2000 State 


1999 State 


1998 State 


Mean Scale Score by LEA - Mathematics 


Shelby City, Wake 
Buncombe, Elkin City 


Alleghany, Asheville City, Polk, Quest Academy** 

Newton Conover City, Orange, Roanoke Rapids City 

Avery, Cabarrus, Dare, Haywood, New Hanover 

Ashe, Catawba, Hickory City, Surry, Union 

Burke, Durham, Guilford, Henderson, Perquimans, Winston-Salem/Forsyth 

Asheboro City, Granville 

Camden, Carteret, Chatham, Davie, Iredell-Statesville, Jackson, Moore, Pender, Stanly 
Alamance-Burlington, Caldwell, Charlotte/Mecklenburg, Craven, Lenoir, Onslow, Pitt, Wilkes 
Kestrel Heights**, Kings Mountain City, Lee, Lincoln, McDowell, Pamlico, Person 

Currituck, Madison, Rowan-Salisbury, Swain 

Alexander, Cleveland, Clinton City, Davidson, Edenton/Chowan, Gaston, Macon, Mooresville City, Rockingham, 
Rutherford, Wayne 

Franklin, Greene, Harnett, Martin, Mitchell, Scotland, Stokes, Yadkin, Yancey 

Beaufort, Lexington City, Randolph, Richmond, Thomasville City 

Duplin, Elizabeth City/Pasquotank, Gates, Nash-Rocky Mount, Sampson, Wilson 

Kannapolis City 

Brunswick, Cumberland, Hyde 


Montgomery, Tyrrell 

Columbus, River Mill Charter**, Vance, Whiteville City 
Anson, Bladen, Northampton, Robeson, Warren, Washington 
Cape Lookout Marine** 


Caswell, Jones 
Bertie, Hertford, Weldon City 


Halifax, Laurinburg Homework** 


J.H. Baker Jr High** 





Kennedy Charter**, Lakeside School**, Omuteko Gwamaziima** 


Notes: *Scale scores from the region tables are rounded up to the nearest five-tenths of a point. 
**Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete charter school name can be found in the Appendix. 
***D ata are not reported where number tested is fewer than five. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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End-of-Course 
Multiple-Choice 
Test Results 
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Achievement 
Level 


Achievement 


Level I 


Achievement 
Level IT 


Achievement 
Level Ii 


Achievement 
Level IV 


Percent At or 
Above Level III 


Notes: ‘"Percent At or Above Level III" is calculated based on actual N-counts and is not summed. 


Table 4. 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results 


American 
Indian 
Asian 
Black 

Hispanic 

Multi-Racial 
White 

American 
Indian 
Asian 
Black 

Hispanic 

Multi-Racial 
White 

American 
Indian 
Asian 
Black 

Hispanic 
Multi-Racial 
White 

American 
Indian 
Asian 
Black 

Hispanic 
Multi-Racial 
White 

American 
Indian 
Asian 
Black 

Hispanic 

Multi-Racial 
White 


American 
Indian 
Asian 
Black 

Hispanic 
Multi-Racial 
White 


Percent of Students by Achievement Level 


by Course and Ethnicity 


Algebra I Algebra II 


N 


12,090 
1,245 
398 
26,334 


1,051 
211 
140 

13,585 


813 
1,565 
15,053 
1,790 
675 
50,763 


Algebra II 


id Noa, [IN oS | EN SN a 


1,769 
Zo 20d 
2,150 
d15 
53,069 


Due to rounding, some ethnicity categories in some subjects may not sum to 100%. 
When summed, ethnic N-counts may not match the state N-counts because an ethnic category may not have been coded 
on the answer sheet, or, the choice of "Other" was coded. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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407 
2,919 
289 
14] 
13,258 


199 
855 
O,fok 
443 
236 
25,135 


Economic, Legal, 
& Political 


N 


1,095 
1,881 
25,370 
2,400 
784 
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Table 4. 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Percent of Students by Achievement Level 
by Course and Ethnicity (continued) 


ee | Geometry _| Physical Science Physics U.S. History 


N % 



















Achievement 
Level 





Achievement 
Level I 


Multi-Racial 
White 





































Achievement 369 24.4 490 
Level 0 8,687 ee 8,870 44.7 
910 32.8 628 42.5 650 40.2 
Multi-Racial 206 23.9 166 31.6 181 3201 


White 10,567 10,326 15,263 













535 38.4 
655 36.7 
10,485 38.5 
1,046 3757 
363 42.2 
25,037 


143 
266 42.8 
3,886 32.4 
595 34.4 
141 40.5 
11,491 














237 
530 33.4 
4,569 23.0 
480 29.7 
204 36.8 
18,494 








Achievement 
Level I 















Multi-Racial 
White 


American 
















































Indian 174 123 60 8.0 
achievement Asian 631 235 Dak 34.5 
Level IV Black 2,851 10.5 TI3 4.8 
Hispanic 412 14.9 175 11.8 
Multi-Racial | 234 af BEL 98 18.7 

White 22,249 12,682 









American 




















Indian 709 50.8 
Percent At or Asian 1,286 72.0 
Above Level III’ Black 13,336 49.0 
Hispanic 1,458 52.6 
Multi-Racial 597 69.3 

White 47,286 








English I Physical Science 
Ethnicity 


American 
Indian 
Asian 









425 thea 
622 1.6 


























529 1,587 PRP. 


Black 11,987 30.6} 1,482 i385 19,859 26.9 
Hispanic 1,148 2.9 178 1.6 1,617 oe 
Multi-Racial 348 0.9 74 0.7 554 0.8 





White 64.0 24,620 8,595 78.5 49,161 66.7 
94,707 65,480 39,182 10,948 73,742 





Notes: ‘Percent At or Above Level III" is calculated based on actual N-counts and is not summed. 
Due to rounding, some ethnicity categories in some courses may not sum to 100%. 
When summed, ethnic N-counts may not match the state N-counts because an ethnic category may not have been coded on the answer 
sheet, or, the choice of "Other" was coded. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Figure 1. 1998-99 to 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Percent of Students At or Above Level III in Algebra I 
by Ethnicity 
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Percent of Students At or Above Level III in Algebra II 
by Ethnicity 


Figure 2. 1998-99 to 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results 
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, IV" for the state because ethnicity was not coded on some student 


"N Level D1 


and 


IV" for the ethnicity categories do not sum to the "N Tested” 
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Figure 3. 1998-99 to 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results 
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Figure 4. 1998-99 to 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results 
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available prior to 1998-99. 


gories do not sum to the "N Tested” and "N Level III, IV" for the state because ethnicity was not coded on all student answer sheets 


69.9 6g 


KA cs: 


White 


50,315 
35,162 


53,931 
36,997 


53,069 
38,789 


KAXQXtX\““N 





Whi 


° 


30,205 
20321 


31,114 
21,562 


31,966 
23,135 


Figure 5. 1998-99 to 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results 






















100 Percent of Students At or Above Level III in i 
Economic, Legal, and Political Systems | 
90 by Ethnicity 1) 
80. 
80 77.0 77.6 i 
70. 70.5 
704 67.4 673 ae 68.3 1) 
= 60 ‘ 
3 | 
5 {4 
A 50 9) 
* 
poe ir 
£ 
30 I 
20 , 
10 
! 
0 4 (a 
State American Asian Black Hispanic Multi-Racial White 
1998-99 Indian 
N Tested 77,740 1,180 1,679 21,311 1,650 515 51,398 ms 
N Level II, IV 52,380 494 1,074 9,894 870 360 39,589 i 
1999-00 waLer 
N Tested 78,992 1,060 1,753 22,070 1,953 627 51,362 fiw. 
N Level Il, IV 53,162 496 1,197 10,130 1,041 442 39,857 ipies 
2000-01 Le 
N Tested 90,209 1,095 1,881 25,370 2,400 784 58,636 Tat 
N Level III, IV 63,185 597 1,326 12,406 1,358 559 46,916 5 
i i ILAY 
100 Figure 6. 1998-99 to 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results i 
Percent of Students At or Above Level III in English I 
90 by Ethnicity 
80 77.8 78.0 | 
71.7 72.0 4/2: ss 
70 
¥ H 
5 j 
3 3 
* 
= ate : 
s 4 
20 | 
10 | 
0 32H] , 6 1 Bs il 
State American Asian Black Hispanic Multi-Racial White 
1998-99 Indian | 
N Tested 89,679 1,394 1,564 26,141 1,880 584 58,046 i 
N Level Ill, IV 57,892 649 1,032 11,626 949 411 43,189 i 
1999-00 I) 
N Tested 93,434 1,371 1,672 26,873 2,347 714 60,426 | 
N Level III, IV 63,909 662 1,199 13,204 t2i3 519 47,011 | 
2000-01 ! 
N Tested 94,707 1,395 1,786 27232 2771 861 60,625 
N Level Il, IV 64,686 709 1,286 13,336 1,458 597 47,286 


| 
Notes: "N Tested” and "N Level III, IV" for the ethnic categories do not sum to the "N Tested" and "N Level III, IV" for the state because ethnicity was not coded on all student answer sheets and, ag | 


students were reported in the state data only. Beginning in the 1998-99 school year, Algebra II, Chemistry, Geometry, Physical Science and Physics were mandated statewide; data for these tests are 
available prior to 1998-99. 


Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in these figures. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Figure 7. 1998-99 to 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results 
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aM Figure 8. 1998-99 to 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results 
90 Percent of Students At or Above Level III in Physical Science 
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fa Notes: "N Tested" and "N Level III, IV" for the ethnic categories do not sum to the "N Tested" and "N Level III, IV" for the state because ethnicity was not coded on all student answer sheets and, 
therefore, some students were reported in the state data only. Beginning in the 1998-99 school year, Algebra II, Chemistry, Geometry, Physical Science and Physics were mandated 
statewide; data for these tests are not available prior to 1998-99. 

Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in these figures. 

Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Figure 9. 1998-99 to 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results ) 


100 Percent of Students At or Above Level III in Physics y 
by Ethnicity 
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) m 
= 
3 
By 
-w 
State American Asian Multi-Racial 
1998-99 Indian 
N Tested 11,221 96 504 1,564 138 Pe 
N Level III, IV 8,079 35 392 718 87 46 
1999-00 
N Tested 11,429 61 537 1,582 145 15 
N Level II, IV 8,332 28 389 132 94 50 
2000-01 
N Tested 10,948 82 _ 529 1,482 178 74 
N Level I, IV 8,140 38 417 651 114 58 
Figure 10. 1998-99 to 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results 
100 Percent of Students At or Above Level III in U.S. History 
by Ethnicity 
90 
80 
70 
= 60 
= 51.0 50.5 
id a) y 
S 
5 
= 
Ke 29.5 
State Hispanic 
1998-99 Indian 
N Tested 70,187 882 1,432 19,530 1,184 351 
NLevel IM1,IV 35,799 260 841 5137 500 211 28,205 
1999-00 tle 
N Tested 70,930 873 1,436 19,491 1,315 389 47,351 | 
N Level III, IV 33,266 239 722 4,795 508 190 26,753 Ii 
2000-01 il 
N Tested 73,742 901 1,587 19,859 1,617 554 49,161 |\ 
N Level III, IV 37,241 313 892 5,632 658 302 29.416 || 
I 
Notes: "N Tested” and "N Level II], IV" for the ethnic categories do not sum to the "N Tested" and "N Level III, IV" for the state because ethnicity was not coded on all student answer sheets ' 





and, therefore, some students were reported in the state data only. 
Beginning in the 1998-99 school year, Algebra II, Chemistry, Geometry, Physical Science and Physics were mandated statewide; data for these tests are not available prior to 1998-99. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in these figures. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 80 
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Figure 11. 1998-99 to 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results 


100 Percent of Scores At or Above Level III Across the Five Core Courses* 
(Algebra I; Biology; Economics, Legal, and Political Systems; English I and U.S. History) 
90 by Ethnicity 
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= 
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Aa 
EF oo State American Asian Black Hispanic Multi-Racial White 
Nested 401,882 5,332 7,914 113,820 7,877 2,395 264,081 
bevel III, IV 247,550 2,398 5,231 45,373 4,062 1,590 188,613 
19-00 
"ested 414,014 5,739 8,285 114,064 9,467 2,934 272,737 
evel III, IV 258,711 2,433 5,489 46,898 4,841 1,955 196,965 
400-01 
| IIL Iv 433,684 5,592 8,921 122,122 11,496 3,802 281,498 
) Bev , 285,824 2,895 6,196 54,546 6,279 2,620 213,170 
Figure 12. 1998-99 to 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results 
100 Percent of Scores At or Above Level III Across the Five Core Courses* 
(Algebra I; Biology; Economics, Legal, and Political Systems; English I and U.S. History) 
90 by Gender 
% 
Smt 
[—) 
i>) 
NM 
Cee 
° 
-_— 
=| 
[-) 
i>) 
font 
-*) 
0 
State Female Male 
98-99 
\Tested 401,882 _ 202,411 199,424 
|Level II, IV 247,550 125,726 121,802 
(99-00 
\Tested 414,008 208,027 205,981 
|Level III, IV 258,711 130,880 127,830 
‘00-01 
‘Tested 433,684 217,877 215,802 
Level III, IV 285,824 143,822 142,001 


*As of 1998-99, five additional courses were mandated; since there are no data available prior to 1998-99 for these five courses, they are not included in these figures. 
“N Tested” and “N Level III, IV” for the ethnic categories do not sum to the “N Tested” and “N Level III, IV” for the state because ethnicity was not coded in some student 
answer sheets and, therefore, some students were reported in the state data only. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in these figures. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Table 6. 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Performance of Academically Gifted, Exceptional, Limited English Proficient and Title I Students 


by Course 
Percent Mean 
Number At or Above Scale 
Course Category Tested Percent* Level Ill Score 
Algebra I All Students 93,000 100.0 76.0 61.1 
Not Exceptional 72,648 78.1 74.1 59.8 
Academically Gifted 14,031 151 | 98.6 v1.1 
Students with Disabilities 6,291 6.8 47.6 54.4 
Behaviorally Emotionally Handicapped 409 0.4 34.7 ope 
Hearing Impaired 93 0.1 65.6 SNES! 
Educable Mentally Handicapped 566 0.6 14.5 48.2 
Specific Learning Disabled 4,329 4.7 51:5 Dou 
Speech-Language Impaired 75 0.1 61.3 56.1 
Visually Impaired 36 0.0 66.7 57.8 
Other Health Impaired 681 0.7 53.0 DD:1 
Orthopedically Impaired S/ 0.0 43.2 56.2 
Traumatic Brain Injured 28 0.0 is he 
Autistic 30 0.0 66.7 60.9 
Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled 2 0.0 s°, cy. 
Multihandicapped 2 0.0 od ae 
Deaf-Blind 3 0.0 ** +s 
Trainable Mentally Disabled 0 0.0 aS *e 
Section 504 808 0.9 66.0 59.0 
Limited English Proficient 683 0.7 61.3 D1 
Not Served by Title 1 89,592 96:3 76.3 61.1 
Schoolwide Title 1 Program 3,132 3.4 67.7 60.1 
Targeted Assistance 144 0.2 4 pel 62.6 
Migrant 185 0.2 TST 60.6 
Algebra II All Students 54,902 100.0 73.0 63.8 
Not Exceptional 45,553 83.0 69.3 62.4 
Academically Gifted 8,160 14.9 95.0 Zee 
Students with Disabilities 1,187 Dee 62.4 60.7 
Behaviorally Emotionally Handicapped 30 0.1 63.3 61.6 
Hearing Impaired 31 0.1 58.1 58.1 
Educable Mentally Handicapped 10 0.0 a “ 
Specific Learning Disabled 877 1.6 62.3 60.6 
Speech-Language Impaired 10 0.0 iG xe 
Visually Impaired 25 0.0 _ “ee 
Other Health Impaired Te 0.3 66.7 61.7 
Orthopedically Impaired 1] 0.0 a ey 
Traumatic Brain Injured = 0.0 as aay 
Autistic 9 0.0 —s a 
Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled 0 0.0 sib hs 
Multihandicapped 1 0.0 ve = 
Deaf-Blind l 0.0 ** — 
Trainable Mentally Disabled 0 0.0 ¥% — 
Section 504 SH Me: 0.6 70.2 63.3 
Limited English Proficient 216 0.4 69.4 62.7 
Not Served by Title 1 54,026 98.4 73.4 63.9 
Schoolwide Title 1 Program 821 1S 42.1 56.3 
Targeted Assistance 36 0.1 47.2 mi ii 
Migrant 18 0.0 .* * 


Notes: *Percent for "Not Exceptional” through "Trainable Mentally Disabled” is based on the sum of the students in those categories. Percent for 
"Section 504" through "Migrant" is based on the number tested in the "All Students" category. 
**No scores are reported for groups with fewer than thirty students. 
"Not Exceptional,” "Academically Gifted" and "Students with Disabilities” do not sum to "All Students” because whether or not some students were 
classified as exceptional was not coded on the answer sheets. The "All Students” and "Not Exceptional” categories are added for comparison purposes. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Table 6. 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Performance of Academically Gifted, Exceptional, Limited English Proficient and Title I Students 


by Course (continued) 





Percent Mean 
Number At or Above Scale 
Course Category Tested Percent* Level III Score 
Biology All Students 82,026 100.0 61.0 56.8 
Not Exceptional 67,904 82.8 59.4 56.3 
Academically Gifted 8,030 9.8 96.9 66.0 
Students with Disabilities 6,085 7.4 31.4 50.6 
Behaviorally Emotionally Handicapped 379 0.5 24.8 49.3 
Hearing Impaired 87 0.1 44.8 52.8 
Educable Mentally Handicapped 590 0.7 2.9 43.5 
Specific Learning Disabled 4,154 Si 34.1 S13 
Speech-Language Impaired 83 0.1 39.8 52.8 
Visually Impaireu 25 0.0 ae “a 
Other Health Impaired 662 0.8 Soha) 52.0 
Orthopedically Impaired 43 0.1 41.9 52.4 
Traumatic Brain Injured 24 0.0 pale ay 
Autistic 30 0.0 66.7 57.0 
Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled 1 0.0 *% nf 
Multihandicapped 6 0.0 . cas 
Deaf-Blind 1 0.0 is ak 2 
Trainable Mentally Disabled 0 0.0 sd ah 
Section 504 611 0.7 47.0 54.3 
Limited English Proficient 554 -0.7 21.8 48.8 
Not Served by Title 1 80,406 98.0 61.6 56.9 
Schoolwide Title 1 Program 1,447 1.8 Adi de 50.1 
Targeted Assistance Sp) 0.1 49.1 53.9 
Migrant BP. 0.1 36.4 D2. 
Chemistry All Students 43,702 100.0 65.5 58.9 
Not Exceptional 35,801 81.9 60.6 Soh 
Academically Gifted 7,161 16.4 90.4 65.2 
Students with Disabilities 736 By 58.3 57.3 
Behaviorally Emotionally Handicapped 19 0.0 nt ah 
Hearing Impaired 30 0.1 43.3 apes] 
Educable Mentally Handicapped a! 0.0 ia ** 
Specific Learning Disabled 529 12 56.3 57.0 
Speech-Language Impaired 7 0.0 nahi =s 
Visually Impaired 17 0.0 a pas 
Other Health Impaired 103 LO), 68.0 59.4 
Orthopedically Impaired 10 0.0 he = 
Traumatic Brain Injured + 0.0 zs A 
Autistic 8 0.0 hy “pe 
Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled 0 0.0 a i? 
Multihandicapped 1 0.0 + sh? 
Deaf-Blind 1 0.0 == a 
Trainable Mentally Disabled 0 0.0 ex + 
Section 504 238 0.5 Soar S7el 
Limited English Proficient 150 0.3 46.0 54.2 
Not Served by Title 1 43,154 98.7 65.8 59.0 
Schoolwide Title 1 Program 515 12 3597 52.9 
Targeted Assistance i 0.0 = + 
Migrant 14 0.0 hes a 


Notes: *Percent for "Not Exceptional” through "Trainable Mentally Disabled” is based on the sum of the students in those categories. Percent for 
"Section 504” through "Migrant” is based on the number tested in the "All Students” category. 
**No scores are reported for groups with fewer than thirty students. 
"Not Exceptional,” "Academically Gifted” and "Students with Disabilities” do not sum to "All Students” because whether or not some students were 
classified as exceptional was not coded on the answer sheets. The "All Students” and "Not Exceptional” categories are added for comparison purposes. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Table 6. 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Performance of Academically Gifted, Exceptional, Limited English Proficient and Title I Students 
by Course (continued) 


Percent Mean 
Number At or Above Scale 
Course Category Tested Percent* Level DI Score 
Economic, Legal, All Students 90,209 100.0 70.0 DOs, 
& Political Systems Not Exceptional 74,835 83.0 69.8 a aye, 
Academically Gifted 8,632 9.6 98.5 64.5 
Students with Disabilities 6,734 ihe 36.7 48.4 
Behaviorally Emotionally Handicapped 507 0.6 27.4 45.4 
Hearing Impaired 94 0.1 31.9 49.1 
Educable Mentally Handicapped 648 0.7 9.4 41.8 
Specific Learning Disabled 4,539 5.0 40.2 49.3 
Speech-Language Impaired 78 0.1 359 49.1 
Visually Impaired 34 0.0 76.5 WE 
Other Health Impaired 736 0.8 41.8 49.9 
Orthopedically Impaired 43 0.0 60.5 53.4 
Traumatic Brain Injured Mi 0.0 hs habe 
Autistic 22 0.0 Mee oy 
Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled 0 0.0 oa ee 
Multihandicapped 3 0.0 sat st’ 
Deaf-Blind Bs 0.0 ae dei 
Trainable Mentally Disabled 1 0.0 sty vated 
Section 504 676 0.7 57.4 52.8 
Limited English Proficient 697 0.8 29:1 47.2 
Not Served by Title 1 88,401 98.0 70.5 55.8 
Schoolwide Title 1 Program 1,675 1.9 46.5 50.6 
Targeted Assistance 51 0.1 56.9 De 
Migrant 70 0.1 52.9 51.4 
English I All Students 94,707 100.0 68.3 55.4 
Not Exceptional 76,224 80.5 69.2 ae 
Academically Gifted 9,758 10.3 9971 65.3 
Students with Disabilities 8,703 92 Jas 46.7 
Behaviorally Emotionally Handicapped 821 0.9 20.6 45.2 
Hearing Impaired 118 0.1 38.1 49.4 
Educable Mentally Handicapped 739 0.8 She 41.6 
Specific Learning Disabled 5,798 6.1 13 47.1 
Speech-Language Impaired 99 0.1 34.3 48.2 
Visually Impaired 36 0.0 55.6 2.5 
Other Health Impaired 991 1.0 34.4 48.8 
Orthopedically Impaired 38 0.0 47.4 Lal. 
Traumatic Brain Injured Py 0.0 +t Bey 
Autistic 22 0.0 ie whe 
Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled 0 0.0 ol Fe) 
Multihandicapped 2 0.0 abs —< 
Deaf-Blind 2 0.0 +% ae 
Trainable Mentally Disabled 3 0.0 * ¥* 
Section 504 836 0.9 49.9 51.6 
Limited English Proficient Ott 1.0 28.8 47.2 
Not Served by Title 1 92,736 97.9 68.8 Dio ye) 
Schoolwide Title 1 Program 1,754 1.9 43.8 50.1 
Targeted Assistance 49 0.1 51.0 51.6 
Migrant 108 0.1 38.0 47.7 


Notes: *Percent for "Not Exceptional” through "Trainable Mentally Disabled” is based on the sum of the students in those categories. Percent for 
"Section 504" through "Migrant" is based on the number tested in the "All Students” category. 
**No scores are reported for groups with fewer than thirty students. 
"Not Exceptional,” "Academically Gifted" and "Students with Disabilities” do not sum to "All Students” because whether or not some students were 
classified as exceptional was not coded on the answer sheets. The "All Students" and "Not Exceptional” categories are added for comparison purposes. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Table 6. 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Performance of Academically Gifted, Exceptional, Limited English Proficient and Title I Students 
by Course (continued) 


Percent Mean 
Number At or Above Scale 
Course Category Tested Percent* Level Ill Score 
Geometry All Students 65,480 100.0 63.9 59.8 
Not Exceptional 53,948 82.4 58.9 58.4 
Academically Gifted 9,647 14.7 95.4 68.6 
Students with Disabilities 1,881 29 48.1 56.1 
Behaviorally Emotionally Handicapped 62 0.1 30.6 oly 
Hearing Impaired oy? 0.1 48.1 56.0 
Educable Mentally Handicapped a2 0.0 9.4 47.1 
Specific Learning Disabled 1,383 ok 49.5 56.2 
Speech-Language Impaired ei, 0.0 2, ce 
Visually Impaired 29 0.0 a bah 
Other Health Impaired 240 0.4 48.8 57.4 
Orthopedically Impaired 23 0.0 pes Was 
Traumatic Brain Injured 9 0.0 ih wh 
Autistic 16 0.0 ie a 
Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled 1 0.0 bdo nhs 
Multihandicapped 1 0.0 Ee wh 
Deaf-Blind 6 0.0 gt ae 
Trainable Mentally Disabled 0 0.0 ie ia 
Section 504 402 0.6 53) 58.0 
Limited English Proficient 326 0.5 44.5 D2.9 
Not Served by Title 1 ' 64,404 98.4 64.6 59.9 
Schoolwide Title 1 Program 976 1.5 PS en 57.0 
Targeted Assistance 23 0.0 hd os 
Migrant 30 0.0 43.3 54.6 
Physical Science All Students BONS? 100.0 59.9 apy) 
Not Exceptional 33,069 84.4 59.6 Dee 
Academically Gifted 2,783 real 97.7 66.2 
Students with Disabilities 552) 8.5 31.4) 49.6 
Behaviorally Emotionally Handicapped 320 0.8 20.3 46.5 
Hearing Impaired a2 0.1 SPAY) 50.9 
Educable Mentally Handicapped 337 0.9 4.2 43.4 
Specific Learning Disabled 2,148 Bye) 36.1 DU 
Speech-Language Impaired 43 0.1 34.9 49.7 
Visually Impaired 16 0.0 a phe 
Other Health Impaired 367 0.9 35.4 50.6 
Orthopedically Impaired 18 0.0 hes wh 
Traumatic Brain Injured 2 0.0 ee be 
Autistic 14 0.0 +* he 
Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled 0 0.0 oh! hee 
Multihandicapped 1 0.0 ae sal 
Deaf-Blind 0 0.0 -— ib 
Trainable Mentally Disabled 0 0.0 ae ae 
Section 504 324 0.8 46.3 52.8 
Limited English Proficient vt be) 0.7 26.5 49.4 
Not Served by Title 1 3/916 96.8 60.8 5.7 
Schoolwide Title 1 Program 1515) 29 33.0 49.4 
Targeted Assistance 47 0.1 31.9 50.5 
Migrant 46 0.1 47.8 D2.0 


Notes: *Percent for "Not Exceptional" through "Trainable Mentally Disabled" is based on the sum of the students in those categories. Percent for 
"Section 504" through “Migrant” is based on the number tested in the "All Students” category. 
**No scores are reported for groups with fewer than thirty students. 
"Not Exceptional,” "Academically Gifted" and "Students with Disabilities" do not sum to "All Students” because whether or not some students were 
classified as exceptional was not coded on the answer sheets. The "All Students" and “Not Exceptional" categories are added for comparison purposes. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Table 6. 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results | 
Performance of Academically Gifted, Exceptional, Limited English Proficient and Title I Students | 
by Course (continued) 





Percent Mean 
Number At or Above Scale 
Course Category Tested Percent* Level III Score 
Physics All Students 10,948 100.0 74.4 57.0 
Not Exceptional 8,086 73.9 69.5 55.8 | 
Academically Gifted 2,718 24.8 88.9 60.6 C1 
Students with Disabilities 142 lio 74.6 56.9 il 
Behaviorally Emotionally Handicapped 6 0.1 sah cee 
Hearing Impaired 3 0.0 ty: . 
Educable Mentally Handicapped 4 0.0 me gy 
Specific Learning Disabled 96 0.9 74.0 56.4 | 
Speech-Language Impaired 1 0.0 = wb: | 
Visually Impaired Ps 0.0 hs oa | 
Other Health Impaired 25 0.2 ra +* 
Orthopedically Impaired 2 0.0 pes he? 
Traumatic Brain Injured 1 0.0 ys soa 
Autistic 2 0.0 it he 
Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled 0 0.0 a3 me 
Multihandicapped 0 0.0 wa nial 
Deaf-Blind 0 0.0 sens me 
Trainable Mentally Disabled 0 0.0 si? phe 
Section 504 Sy 0.5 Tithe 57.9 
Limited English Proficient aM 0.3 54.1 52.6 
Not Served by Title 1 10,829 98.9 74.6 57.0 
Schoolwide Title 1 Program 116 1.1 46.6 51.0 
Targeted Assistance 0 0.0 ate ata 
Migrant 1 0.0 Ee a 
U.S. History All Students 73,742 100.0 50.5 56.6 
Not Exceptional 61,688 83.7 47.7 56.0 4h 
Academically Gifted 7,354 10.0 90.9 64.9 
Students with Disabilities 4,683 6.4 24.4 50.5 
Behaviorally Emotionally Handicapped Zoe 0.4 18.8 48.8 
Hearing Impaired 19 0.1 29.1 51.6 
Educable Mentally Handicapped 458 0.6 3.9 43.9 
Specific Learning Disabled Se0 4.3 2520 51.0 
Speech-Language Impaired 54 0.1 25.9 51.4 
Visually Impaired 46 0.1 50.0 56.4 
Other Health Impaired 505 0.7 31.5 52.6 
Orthopedically Impaired 33 0.0 48.5 ake) ) 
Traumatic Brain Injured 24 0.0 a = 
Autistic 20 0.0 wi a 
Severe/Profound Mentally Disabled 0 0.0 =" * 
Multihandicapped 2 0.0 =a i 
Deaf-Blind 0 0.0 sg hy 
Trainable Mentally Disabled 0 0.0 wt “ 
Section 504 B39 0.7 39.1 54.5 
Limited English Proficient 460 0.6 19.1 50.0 
Not Served by Title 1 72,360 98.1 51.0 50s) 
Schoolwide Title 1 Program 1,253 Ue, 24.2 50.6 
Targeted Assistance 28 0.0 es the 
Migrant 36 0.0 13.9 Sys 


Notes: *Percent for "Not Exceptional" through "Trainable Mentally Disabled” is based on the sum of the students in those categories. Percent for 
"Section 504" through “Migrant” is based on the number tested in the "All Students” category. 
**No scores are reported for groups with fewer than thirty students. 
"Not Exceptional,” "Academically Gifted” and "Students with Disabilities” do not sum to "All Students” because whether or not some students were 
classified as exceptional was not coded on the answer sheets. The "All Students” and "Not Exceptional” categories are added for comparison purposes. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/T esting Section. 
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Table 7. 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Performance of Students Using Accommodations 





by Course 
Percent Mean 
Number At or Above Scale 
Course Category Tested Percent Level III Score 
_ Algebra I All Students 93,000 100.0 76.0 61.1 
Braille Edition 3 0.0 > ” 
Large Print 31 0.0 80.6 61.0 
Assistive Technology 2 0.0 cs ag 
Braille Writer 3 0.0 . ra 
Cranmer Abacus 2 0.0 ¢ " 
Dictation to Scribe #5) 0.0 = = 
Interpreter Signs Test** 16 0.0 “ . 
Magnification Devices f 0.0 * my 
Student Marks in Test Book 720 0.8 54.9 56.5 
Test Administrator Reads Test Aloud** 1,548 ia, 43.2 593.5 
Use of Typewriter or Word Processor ii 0.0 iy x 
Hospital/Home Testing 46 0.0 47.8 55.9 
Multiple Test Sessions 347 0.4 43.8 33.9 
Scheduled Extended Time 3,868 4.2 22.) 55.6 
Testing in a Separate Room 2,091 2.9 43.5 Sel 
English/Native Language Dictionary/Electronic Translator 136 0.1 69.9 6977 
One Test Item per Page a 0.0 : 2 
_ Algebra II All Students 54,902 100.0 73.0 63.8 
Braille Edition 6 0.0- Mg - 
Large Print 16 0.0 bg * 
Assistive Technology 4 0.0 = - 
Braille Writer 2 0.0 - : 
Cranmer Abacus 5 0.0 4 * 
Dictation to Scribe 8 0.0 vd : 
Interpreter Signs Test** 4 0.0 - * 
Magnification Devices 5 0.0 4 * 
Student Marks in Test Book 70 0.1 61.4 63.1 
Test Administrator Reads Test Aloud** 75 0.1 41.3 57.0 
Use of Typewriter or Word Processor 0 0.0 ig * 
Hospital/Home Testing 19 0.0 1 * 
Multiple Test Sessions Oo 0.1 46.9 58.0 
Scheduled Extended Time 658 12 Of.2 62.4 
Testing in a Separate Room Sis 0.6 54.3 59.3 
English/Native Language Dictionary/Electronic Translator 37 0.1 83.8 66.0 
One Test Item per Page 1 0.0 3 * 


Notes: *No scores are reported for groups with fewer than thirty students. 
**The "Interpreter Signs Test" and "Test Administrator Reads Test Aloud” accommodations are prohibited from use during the 
administration of state tests that measure reading skills. 
Accommodations are available for students with disabilities, limited English proficiency or temporary disabilities. 
All data are rounded to the nearest tenth, therefore, accommodation categories may not sum to 100%. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Table 7. 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results 


Performance of Students Using Accommodations 
by Course (continued) 








Percent Mean) 
Number At or Above Scale | 
Course Category Tested Percent Level III Score 
Biology All Students 82,026 100.0 61.0 56.8 
Braille Edition 0 0.0 8 * 
Large Print 16 0.0 _ * 
Assistive Technology 8 0.0 “4 * 
Braille Writer 0 0.0 * * 
Cranmer Abacus 0 _2.0.0 be - 
Dictation to Scribe 20 0.0 “ : 
Interpreter Signs Test** 11 0.0 id 5 
Magnification Devices 5 0.0 ee = 
Student Marks in Test Book 651 0.8 29.5 50:2 
Test Administrator Reads Test Aloud** 2,012 Pe 17.4 48.2 
Use of Typewriter or Word Processor 8 0.0 a “ 
Hospital/Home Testing 43 0.1 46.5 53.4 
Multiple Test Sessions 288 0.4 28.1 49.6 
Scheduled Extended Time 3,142 3.8 OZ 49.5 
Testing in a Separate Room Des oe 23.4 49.1 
English/Native Language Dictionary/Electronic Translator 102 0.1 28.4 50.3 
One Test Item per Page 0 0.0 es 
Chemistry All Students 43,702 100.0 65.5 58. 
Braille Edition 3 0.0 z * 
Large Print 10 0.0 * “¢ 
Assistive Technology 1 0.0 “ * 7 
Braille Writer 1 0.0 * * 
Cranmer Abacus 0 0.0 “7 + i 
Dictation to Scribe =) 0.0 “ 2 
Interpreter Signs Test** 4 0.0 “ 3 
Magnification Devices oe 0.0 = * 
Student Marks in Test Book 57, 0.1 66.7 59.9 
Test Administrator Reads Test Aloud** 62 0.1 40.3 54.6 
Use of Typewriter or Word Processor 2 0.0 “¢ * 
Hospital/Home Testing 9 0.0 hd * 
Multiple Test Sessions 12 0.0 = = 
Scheduled Extended Time 336 0.8 54.2 56.6 
Testing in a Separate Room 188 0.4 50.5 56.5 
English/Native Language Dictionary/Electronic Translator 24 0.1 * * 
One Test Item per Page 3 0.0 - = 


Notes: *No scores are reported for groups with fewer than thirty students. 
**The "Interpreter Signs Test" and "Test Administrator Reads Test Aloud" accommodations are prohibited from use during the 
administration of state tests that measure reading skills. 
Accommodations are available for students with disabilities, limited English proficiency or temporary disabilities 
All data are rounded to the nearest tenth, therefore, accommodation categories may not sum to 100%. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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“pnomic, Legal, 
olitical Systems 





Table 7. 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results 


Performance of Students Using Accommodations 


by Course (continued) 


Notes: *No scores are reported for groups with fewer than thirty students. 


** The "Interpreter Signs Test" and "Test Administrator Reads Test Aloud” accommodations are prohibited from use during the 


administration of state tests that measure reading skills. 


Accommodations are available for students with disabilities, limited English proficiency or temporary disabilities 


All data are rounded to the nearest tenth, therefore, accommodation categories may not sum to 100%. 


Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 


Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Percent Mean 
Number At or Above Scale 
Category Tested Percent Level Ill Score 
_ All Students 90,209 100.0 70.0 bet 
Braille Edition 3 0.0 4 
Large Print 2a 0.0 . si 
Assistive Technology ql 0.0 - 
Braille Writer 1 0.0 < * 
Cranmer Abacus 0 0.0 % 
Dictation to Scribe 26 0.0 . . 
Interpreter Signs Test** 20 0.0 . - 
Magnification Devices 4 0.0 - * 
Student Marks in Test Book 836 0.9 37.4 48.9 
Test Administrator Reads Test Aloud** 2.558 2.6 25.4 46.5 
Use of Typewriter or Word Processor 2 0.0 * * 
Hospital/Home Testing 57 0.1 47.4 oy 
Multiple Test Sessions 328 0.4 Shit! 48.3 
Scheduled Extended Time 3,667 4.1 33.0 47.5 
Testing in a Separate Room DSUs 3.4 29.6 46.9 
English/Native Language Dictionary/Electronic Translator 224 0.2 28.1 46.2 
One Test Item per Page 0 0.0 = ‘ 
All Students 94,707 100.0 68.3 55.4 
Braille Edition 48 0.1 350 49.1 
Large Print vie) 0.1 41.1 50.4 
Assistive Technology 52 0.1 38.5 49.6 
Braille Writer 50 0.1 32.0 48.8 
Cranmer Abacus 49 0.1 SP Ail 48.8 
Dictation to Scribe 70 0.1 3597 49.5 
Interpreter Signs Test** 61 0.1 26 48.3 
Magnification Devices a2 Oe! 30.8 48.1 
Test Administrator Reads Test Aloud** 0 0.0 - * 
Student Marks in Test Book 1,054 Li 25.6 46.7 
Use of Typewriter or Word Processor 49 0.1 a2 48.9 
Hospital/Home Testing 94 0.1 eer | 49.0 
Multiple Test Sessions 528 0.6 19.3 45.6 
Scheduled Extended Time 4,717 5.0 22.3 46.1 
Testing in a Separate Room 3,689 Bo 18.7 45.4 
English/Native Language Dictionary/Electronic Translator 310 0.3 PRE) 46.6 
One Test Item per Page 55 0.1 PH 47.7 


Course 
Geometry 


Physical Science 


Table 7. 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results 


Performance of Students Using Accommodations 





by Course (continued) 
Percent Mean 
Number At or Above Scale | 
Category Tested Percent Level III Score 
All Students 65,480 100.0 63.9 59.8 
Braille Edition 5 0.0 * * 
Large Print 19 0.0 a * 
Assistive Technology 6 0.0 S * 
Braille Writer 4 0.0 g * 
Cranmer Abacus 2 0.0 . * 
Dictation to Scribe 17, 0.0 id e 
Interpreter Signs Test** 11 0.0 i * 
Magnification Devices za 0.0 2 * 
Student Marks in Test Book 160 02 46.3 56.6 
Test Administrator Reads Test Aloud** He 0.3 ely oe BS 
Use of Typewriter or Word Processor 1 0.0 - * 
Hospital/Home Testing 23 0.0 og * 
Multiple Test Sessions 77 0.1 50.6 56.6 
Scheduled Extended Time 954 1.5 49.9 56.8 
Testing in a Separate Room 593 0.9 40.3 54.5 
English/Native Language Dictionary/Electronic Translator 46 0.1 47.8 59.2 
One Test Item per Page 1 0.0 = - 
All Students 39,182 100.0 59.9 pep 
Braille Edition 3 0.0 “4 “ 
Large Print 13 0.0 . xd 
Assistive Technology 2 0.0 . = 
Braille Writer 0 0.0 - * 
Cranmer Abacus 0 0.0 ¥ - 
Dictation to Scribe 15 0.0 a = 
Interpreter Signs Test** 9 0.0 * . 
Magnification Devices 2 0.0 = “ 
Student Marks in Test Book 342 0.9 33.6 50.6 
Test Administrator Reads Test Aloud** 1,141 2.9 MD 47.9 
Use of Typewriter or Word Processor 0 0.0 - v3 
Hospital/Home Testing 22 0.1 bg : 
Multiple Test Sessions 204 0.5 26.5 48.1 
Scheduled Extended Time 1,771 4.5 30.2 49.2 
Testing in a Separate Room 1,483 3.8 212 48.6 
English/Native Language Dictionary/Electronic Translator 80 0.2 26.3 49.5 
One Test Item per Page 0 0.0 33 = 


Notes: *No scores are reported for groups with fewer than thirty students. 


**The "Interpreter Signs Test” and "Test Administrator Reads Test Aloud" accommodations are prohibited from use during the 


administration of state tests that measure reading skills. 


Accommodations are available for students with disabilities, limited English proficiency or temporary disabilities. 


All data are rounded to the nearest tenth, therefore, accommodation categories may not sum to 100%. 


Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 


Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section.. 
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Table 7. 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results 


Performance of Students Using Accommodations 


by Course (continued) 





Percent Mean 
Number At or Above Scale 
Category Tested Percent Level III Score 
All Students 10,948 100.0 74.4 57.0 
Braille Edition 0 0.0 3 - 
Large Print 1 0.0 +A ef 
Assistive Technology 0 0.0 : * 
Braille Writer 0 0.0 _ = 
Cranmer Abacus 0 0.0 “2 : 
Dictation to Scribe 1 0.0 zs 4 
Interpreter Signs Test** 0 0.0 4! * 
Magnification Devices 1 0.0 = x 
Student Marks in Test Book 15 0.1 “ 7 
Test Administrator Reads Test Aloud** 11 0.1 - i 
Use of Typewriter or Word Processor 1 0.0 : - 
Hospital/Home Testing Ms 0.0 = * 
Multiple Test Sessions 4 0.0 “3 
Scheduled Extended Time 67 0.6 88.1 58.9 
Testing in a Separate Room She, 0.3 85.7 58. 
English/Native Language Dictionary/Electronic Translator 5) 0.0 a e 
One Test Item per Page 0 0.0 * ‘ 
All Students 73,742 100.0 50.5 56.6 
Braille Edition 40 0.1 25.0 52.0 
Large Print 16 0.1 30.1 O29 
Assistive Technology 43 0.1 2325 51.4 
Braille Writer 39 0.1 25.6 S17 
Cranmer Abacus 38 0.1 Zou 51.4 
Dictation to Scribe 69 0.1 36.2 54.1 
Interpreter Signs Test** 50 0.1 22.0 51.4 
Magnification Devices 40 0.1 22.5 51.6 
Student Marks in Test Book 530 0.7 24.0 50.6 
Test Administrator Reads Test Aloud** 1,613 IEDs 14.6 48.2 
Use of Typewriter or Word Processor 47 0.1 31.9 52,9 
Hospital/Home Testing 86 0.1 24.4 51.8 
Multiple Test Sessions 248 0.3 16.1 49.1 
Scheduled Extended Time 2,510 3.4 20.8 49.9 
Testing in a Separate Room 267 29 173 48.9 
English/Native Language Dictionary/Electronic Translator 157 (1) 94 17.8 49.9 
One Test Item per Page 40 0.1 Pb 51.6 


Notes: *No scores are reported for groups with fewer than thirty students. 


**The "Interpreter Signs Test" and "Test Administrator Reads Test Aloud" accommodations are prohibited from use during the 


administration of state tests that measure reading skills. 


Accommodations are available for students with disabilities, limited English proficiency or temporary disabilities. 


All data are rounded to the nearest tenth, therefore, accommodation categories may not sum to 100%. 


Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 


Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Table 19. 2000-01 End-of-Course Goal Summary Report 


Algebra I 


ALGEBRA 1 


GOAL 1: 
Obj 1.1: 
Obj 1.2 
Obj 1.3: 


GOAL 2: 
Obj 2.1: 
Obj2:2: 


GOAL 3: 
Obj 3.1: 
Obj 3.2: 
Obj 3.3: 


Obj 3.4: 
Obj 3.5: 
Obj 3.6: 
Obj 3.7: 


Obj 3.8: 
Obj 3.9: 


Operations on real numbers and polynomials 
Operate with real numbers 

Operate with polynomials 

Factor polynomials 


Solve problems in a geometric context 
Formulas/algebraic expressions to solve problems 
Express algebraically various geometric patterns 


Graph and use relations and functions to solve problems 
Translate words to expressions/equations 
Properties of data in tables, graphs equations 
Distinguish relations vs. functions, independent 

vs. dependent variables, domain vs. range 
Graph/interpret in the context of the problems on 
the coordinate plane 

Slopes of linear relationships to solve problems 
Write equation of and graph linear relationships 
Effects of changes in slope/intercepts on the graph 
and equation of a line 

Use linear equations/inequalities to solve problems 
Use linear equations or inequalities in two variables 
to solve problems 


Obj 3.10: Graph quadratic equations 
Obj 3.11: Use quadratic equations to solve problems 
Obj 3.12: User formulas/graphs with exponential functions 


GOAL 4: Collect/interpret data to solve problems 
Obj 4.1: Use matrices to display and interpret data 
Obj 4.2: Identify linear and non-linear data 
Obj 4.3: Use linear models based on real data 
NUMBER OF A B G 
STUDENTS wren ween were 
TAKING FORM 31,090 30,964 30,946 


Number of 
Observations* 


93,000 


Notes: *‘Number of Observations” includes students who attempted at least one item on the test. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 


Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 


205 


Number 
of Items 
/Area 


Table 20. 2000-01 End-of-Course Goal Summary Report 


Algebra II 
Number Mean 
' Number of of Items Scale 
Observations* /Area Score 
ALGEBRA 2 60 63.8 
GOAL 1: Operations with numbers and polynomials to solve problems 24 48.9 
Obj 1.1: Operate with numbers 9 phe 
Obj 1.2: Operate with algebraic expressions 15 47.5 
GOAL 2: Describe geometric figures algebraically in coordinate plane 9 5982 
Obj 2.1: Write equations in standard form of circles and parabolas 6 60.9 
GOAL 3: Graph and use relations and functions to solve problems 120 49.8 
Obj 3.1: Describe graphically, algebraically, and verbally real 
world phenomena as functions; identify the independent 
and dependent variables 6 oo 
Obj 3.2: Translate among graphic, algebraic and verbal 
representations of relations 6 54.1 
Obj 3.3: Graph relations/functions and find zero of functions 6 67.9 
Obj 3.4: Find the composition and inverse of functions 6 56.0 
Obj 3.5: Use quadratic equations and inequalities to solve problems 15 49.4 
Obj 3.6: Find and interpret the maximum and minimum values and 
intercepts of a quadratic function 40.7 
Obj 3.7: Use polynomial equations (to 4th degree) to solve problems 65.7 
Obj 3.8: Find zeros, intercepts, and approximate turning points of 
polynomial functions 6 35.6 
Obj 3.10: Use rational equations to solve problems 6 42.1 
Obj 3.11: Use equations with radical expressions to solve problems 6 Stel 
Obj 3.12: Use systems of two or more equations to solve problems 12 54.7 
Obj 3.13: Use systems of three or more inequalities to solve problems 6 37.8 
Obj 3.14: Use equations and inequalities with absolute value to 
solve problems 6 50.7 
Obj 3.15: Write and graph exponential functions 40.3 
Obj 3.16: Recognize as inverses the exponential and logarithmic 
functions 6 61.4 
Obj 3.17: Use logarithmic/exponential functions to solve problems 12 43.7 
GOAL 4: Collect, organize and interpret data with functions of 
best-fit and matrices to solve problems eel, 43.3 
Obj 4.1: Use equations of curves (linear, exponential, quadratic) 
which models a set of data 6 35.0 
Obj 4.2: Find equations of the curve of best fit (linear, 
exponential, quadratic) for a set of data 6 36.5 
Obj 4.3: Use exponential equations with rate of growth or decay to 
solve problems 6 42.2 
Obj 4.4: Operate with matrices to solve problems 9 54.2 


TAKING FORM 18,323 18,291 18,288 
































Notes: *“Number of Observations” includes students who attempted at least one item on the test. 








SS SS eS SS 


Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
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Table 21. 2000-01 End-of-Course Goal Summary Report 


Biology 


Number of 
Observations* 


The 1995 State Average of 55.5 is a point of 82,026 
comparison for Biology Scale Scores. 


SKILL GOALS 


GOAL 1: Develop an understanding of the nature of science. 

GOAL 2: Develop the ability to use science process skills. 

GOAL 3: Develop the ability to use science manipulative skills. 

GOAL 5: Have an understanding of the relevance of current yopics in biology. 


CONCEPTUAL KNOWLEDGE: Understand the fundamental concepts, 
principles and facts of science. 


CONTENT GOALS 


GOAL 6: Understand the chemical and physical basis of life. 

Obj 6.1: Demonstrate knowledge of the differences between living and 
non-living things. 

Obj 6.2: Demonstrate knowledge of the cell. 

Obj 6.3: Demonstrate knowledge of the chemical processes of life. 

Obj 6.4: Demonstrate knowledge that living things exist in a state of 
Dynamic equilibrium. 

Obj 6.5: Demonstrate knowledge of anatomy and physiology. 


GOAL 7: Understand the continuity of life. 
Obj 7.1: Demonstrate knowledge that living things receive 
characteristics from the parent organism(s). 
Obj 7.2: Demonstrate knowledge of the chemical basis of heredity. 
Obj 7.3: Demonstrate knowledge that organic variation is important and 
necessary for species survival. 
Obj 7.4: Demonstrate knowledge of the nature of human origin development. 


Obj 7.5: Demonstrate knowledge of the diversity and classification of living things. 


Obj 7.6: Demonstrate knowledge of major genetic and environmental factors 
affecting human health. 


GOAL 8: Have an understanding of ecology. 
Obj 8.1: Demonstrate knowledge of populations, communities and ecosystems. 
Obj 8.2: Demonstrate knowledge of the influences of human activity on the 
environment. 
Obj 8.3: Demonstrate that for all organisms, survival requires suitable 
responses to the external environment. 


NUMBER OF M e Q S Ti U V 
STUDENTS (0 wwwwwn=wwwwwne en EE 
TAKING FORM 113 2 1 9,017 18,449 27,221 27,223 


Notes: *“Number of Observations” includes students who attempted at least one item on the test. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDP] Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Number 
of Items 
/Area 


95 


Table 22. 2000-01 End-of-Course Goal Summary Report 





Chemistry 
Number Mean 
Number of of Items Scale 
Observations* /Area Score 
The 1997 State Average of 56.8 is the point 43,702 88/87 58.9 
of comparison for Chemistry Scale Scores. 
SKILL GOALS 
GOAL 1: Understand the nature of science. 25 ae | 
GOAL 2: Have ability to use science process skills. 217 58.1 
GOAL 3: Have ability to use science manipulative skills. 20 52.3 
GOAL 5: Understand the relevance of current topics in chemistry. 19 5235 
CONCEPTUAL KNOWLEDGE: Understand the fundamental concepts, 
principles and facts of science. 158 57.6 
CONTENT GOALS/OBJECTIVES 
GOAL 6: Understand properties of solutions. 109 53.4 
Obj 6.1: Demonstrate knowledge of concentrations 
of solutions. 40 52.8 
Obj 6.2: Demonstrate knowledge of the properties of 
ionic and covalent solutions. 34 51.0 
Obj 6.3: Demonstrate knowledge of solutes and 
solubilities. 55 51.8 
GOAL 7: Understand the regularities of chemistry. 215 58.7 
Obj 7.1: Demonstrate knowledge of the mole concept/ 
stoichiometry. 45 54.8 
Obj 7.2: Demonstrate knowledge of the periodic table 
and periodic law. 40 54.2 
Obj 7.3: Demonstrate knowledge of acids, bases and pH. 45 56.1 
Obj 7.4: Demonstrate knowledge of chemical reactions. 45 50.2 
Obj 7.5: Demonstrate knowledge of gas laws. 40 54.6 
GOAL 8: Understand the changes in chemistry. 80 58.0 
Obj 8.1: Demonstrate knowledge of factors that affect 
reaction rate. a9 Soi 
Obj 8.2: Demonstrate knowledge of energy changes. 4] 562 
GOAL 9: Understand the models in chemistry. 
Obj 9.1: Knowledge of the changing model of the atom. 35 54.6 


—— 











Notes: *“Number of Observations” includes students who attempted at least one item on the test. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Table 23. 2000-01 End-of-Course Goal Summary Report 
Economic, Legal, and Political Systems 





Number Mean 
Number of of Items Scale 
Observations* /Area Score 
| The 1997 State Average of 53.8 is the point 
of comparison for Economic, Legal, and 
Political Systems Scale Scores. 90,209 100/99** =e | 
GOAL 1: Awareness and understanding of issues and 
problems confronting the American economic, 
legal and political systems. 45 po) 
GOAL 2: Knowledge of the rights and an understanding 
of the obligations of responsible citizenship. 54 S25) 
GOAL 3: Understand how and why individuals and 
groups make economic decisions. 50 ae) 
GOAL 4: Features of the United States economic system. > SR 
GOAL 5: Factors influencing the United States economy. 56 54.0 
GOAL 6: Understand the function and importance of the 
North Carolina and United States Constitutions. 56 54.8 
GOAL 7: Know the structure and functions of local, 
state and national governments and 
| understand their relationships. 50 54.0 
| GOAL 8: Understand why laws are needed and how they 
are enacted, implemented and enforced. 2p 54.4 
GOAL 9: Understand how political and legal Ssstems 
provide for balancing competing Iiterests 
and resolving conflicts. 50 54.1 
GOAL 10: Understand the influence of ethical and eoral 
principles and religious beliefs on the development 
of our economic, legal, and political systems. 25 53.6 
Economics 260 54.7 
Law and Government 236 56.1 
NUMBER OF A E F G H I 
STUDENTS (—_wrnrwnw=wrnnnnewenenne rere rere neces 


TAKING FORM 30,124 9,549 30,044 20,411 #0 8] 


Notes: * “Number of Observations” includes students who attempted at least one item on the test. 
** Forms E, F, G and I contain 99 scored questions. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 


209 








Table 24. 2000-01 End-of-Course Goal Summary Report 


English I 
Number Mean 
Number of of Items Scale 
Observations* /Area Score 
The 1995 State Average of 53.1 is the point 94,707 (pag abs 55.4 
of comparison for English I Scale Scores. 
GOAL 1: Use strategies and processes that enhance 
control of communication skills development. 182 Sel ii 
GOAL 2: Use language for the acquisition, 
interpretation and application of information. 184 55.6 
Obj 2.1: Identify, collect, or select information 
and ideas. 
=H! 52.8 
Obj 2.2: Analyze, synthesize and organize information 
and discover related ideas, concepts 
and generalizations. 106 55:7 
Obj 2.3: Apply, extend and expand on information 
and concepts. 41 524 
GOAL 3: Use language for critical analysis and 
evaluation. “65 539 
GOAL 4: Use language for aesthetic and personal 
response (not tested). 
Editing 180 yo) 
Textual Analysis 251 53:9 
NUMBER OF J Ly N be Q R 
STUDENTS —— weennnn weenene weet mete cere cee 
TAKING FORM 2 Siem: Omen 90) tel A626 22.08 18350 


Notes: * “Number of Observations” includes students who attempted at least one item on the test. 


** Form R has 71 questions that are scored; the other forms have 72 questions. 


Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 


Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Table 25. 2000-01 End-of-Course Goal Summary Report 





Geometry 
Number Mean 
Number of of Items Scale 
Observations* /Area Score 
GEOMETRY 65,480 (P: 59.8 
GOAL 2: Use properties of geometric figures to solve problems and 
write proofs 186 56.4 
Obj 2.3: Find the length and midpoint of a segment in two or 
three dimensions to solve problems 9 68.3 
Obj 2.5: Use the structure (definitions, postulates, theorems, 
properties) of aeductive reasoning to solve problems 9 63.3 
Obj 2.7: Write direct and indirect proofs 9 60.6 
Obj 2.8: Use properties, definitions and theorems of angles 
and lines to solve problems and write proofs 18 70.4 
Obj 2.9: Use properties, definitions and theorems of polygons 12 47.3 
Obj 2.10: Identify and model regular and non-regular polyhedra 6 66.5 
Obj 2.11: Use coordinate geometry to confirm properties of polygons 12 58.0 
Obj 2.12: Properties of quadrilaterals to solve problems/write proofs 9 54.9 
Obj 2.13: Properties of triangles: similar, congruent, isosceles, 
equilateral triangles; relationships of corresponding parts 
of triangles; altitudes, bisectors, medians 18 Ove 
Obj 2.14: Properties of triangles: interior/exterior angles; segment 
joining midpoints of sides; segments divided proportionally S) 66.2 


Obj 2.15: Properties of right triangles: geometric mean; Pythagorean 

Theorem and its converse; special right triangles, 

definitions of sine, cosine and tangent Pel 52.6 
Obj 2.16: Properties of circles: definition of circle; equations of 

circle, center, radius length; congruent and concentric 


circles and their common tangents; inscribed figures 18 45.7 
Obj 2.17: Properties of circles: arcs and angles; chords, tangents, 
secants and radii of a circle 9 58.8 


Obj 2.19: Use formulas to solve problems related to perimeter, 
circumference, areas and surface area of geometric 


figures and ratios of these parts of similar figures 15 45.8 
GOAL 3: Solve problems with geometric figures on a coordinate plane 21 42.7 
Obj 3.1: Use slopes to determine if two lines are parallel or 
perpendicular 6 39:5 
Obj 3.2: Write the equation of a line parallel or perpendicular to 
a give line through a point 6 38.3 
Obj 3.3: Transform polygons in the coordinate plane; describe 
transformation in simple algebraic terms. 9 47.8 











GOAL 4: Use geometric figures to solve problems with probability 9 48.1 











Sere ooo eee ee eee eee ee ee eee ee eee eee eS eS ee SS SS SS SS SS SS SS SS OS 


Notes: **“Number of Observations” includes students who attempted at least one item on the test. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Table 26. 2000-01 End-of-Course Goal Summary Report 
Physical Science 

















Number Mean 
Number of of Items Scale 
Observations* /Area Score 
The 1997 State Average of 53.7 is the point 39,182 80 aes) 
of comparison for Physical Science Scale Scores. 
SKILL GOALS 
GOAL 2: Develop the ability to use science process skills. 164 55.4 
GOAL 3: Develop the ability to use science manipulative skills. PB 62:9 
GOAL 5: Understand the relevance of current topics in physical science. 15 ales 
CONCEPTUAL KNOWLEDGE: Understand the fundamental concepts, 
principles and facts of science. 117 54.4 
CONTENT GOALS/OBJECTIVES 
GOAL 6: Understand sound, light and heat. 48 SZ 
Obj 6.1: Demonstrate knowledge of the basic principles of sound. 25 29 Eo) 
Obj 6.2: Demonstrate knowledge of the basic principles of light. 12 Siz 
Obj 6.3: Demonstrate knowledge of the basic principles of heat. 13 50.7 
GOAL 7: Understand the basic principles of chemistry. 72 52.8 
Obj 7.1: Demonstrate knowledge of the Periodic Table of Elements. 20 51.3 
Obj 7.2: Demonstrate knowledge of chemical properties of the elements. 16 S13 
Obj 7.3: Demonstrate knowledge of mixtures, compounds and elements. 20 50.9 
Obj 7.4: Demonstrate knowledge of chemical reactions. 16 51.9 
GOAL 8: Understand mechanics. ips 54.7 
Obj 8.1: Demonstrate knowledge of work, energy and power. 20 aye haf 
Obj 8.2: Demonstrate knowledge of the laws of motion. 16 52.6 
Obj 8.3: Demonstrate knowledge of forces. 19 52:1 
Obj 8.4: Demonstrate knowledge of concepts of fluids. 17 51.6 
GOAL 9: Understand electricity and magnetism. 88 D512 
Obj 9.1: Demonstrate knowledge of static electricity. 20 525 
Obj 9.2: Demonstrate knowledge of magnetism. 17 5255 
Obj 9.3: Demonstrate knowledge of parallel and series circuits. 17 2.5 
Obj 9.4: Demonstrate knowledge of measuring and controlling electric current. 19 53:2 
Obj 9.5: Demonstrate knowledge of a relationship between electricity and magnetism. 15 52:2 
GOAL 10: Understand energy. 40 54.0 
Obj 10.1: Demonstrate knowledge of the basic principles of energy conversion. 20 53:1 
Obj 10.2: Demonstrate knowledge of the basic principles of energy conservation. 20 oP ej 
NUMBER OF D E F G 
STUDENTS =— ----w----  -wnn-nnnn= wn nnnn=-- ---=--=-- 


TAKING FORM 71 125950 peel 3,109 mee s.010 


























Notes: *”’Number of Observations” includes students who attempted at least one item on the test. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Table 27. 2000-01 End-of-Course Goal Summary Report 


Mean 
Scale 
Score 


S10 


57.4 


51.8 


Physics 
Number 
Number of of Items 
Observations* /Area 
The 1997 State Average of 55.9 is the point 10,948 70/69** 
of comparison for Physics Scale Scores. 
SKILL GOALS: 
GOAL 1: Develop an undeisianding of the nature of science. 2 
GOAL 2: Develop the ability to use science process skills. 142 
GOAL 3: Develop ability to use science manipulative skills. 3 
CONCEPTUAL KNOWLEDGE: Understand the fundamental concepts, 51 
principles and facts of science. 
GOAL 5: Understand relevance of current topics in physics. 9 
CONTENT GOALS/OBJECTIVES 
GOAL 6: Understand basic mechanics. 84 
Obj 6.1: Laws, mathematic expressions, and factors which 
represent and affect various types of motion. 24 
Obj 6.2: Analyze systems involving vector quantities 
and component forces. 24 
Obj 6.3: Behavior of gravitational forces. 15 
Obj 6.4: Mechanical energy. 12 
Obj 6.5: Kinetic molecular theory. 9 
GOAL 7: Understand elementary principles of thermodynamics. 28) 
Obj 7.1: Factors associated with the characteristics of 
heat and the conservation of energy. ie 
Obj 7.2: Make determinations of the heat equivalent of work. 14 
GOAL 8: Understand wave motion. 48 
Obj 8.1: General properties and characteristics of waves. 16 
Obj 8.2: Investigate and describe sound. 17 
Obj 8.3: Investigate and describe light in a 
quantified manner. 15 
GOAL 9: Understand electricity and magnetism. 45 
Obj 9.1: Electrostatic phenomena. 15 
Obj 9.2: Direct current circuits and alternating current 
circuits. 16 
Obj 9.3: Magnetism and how it relates to electricity. 14 
NUMBER OF A B e E 
STU DEN Us sen centres 0 cee co nn IS Asa» neato, 
TAKING FORM 3,679 0 0 9,03 (mmm,032 


—— 


Notes: * “Number of Observations” includes students who attempted at least one item on the test. 


** Form B has 69 scored questions; forms A and C have 70. 


Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 


Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Table 28. 2000-01 End-of-Course Goal Summary Report 








USS. History 
Number Mean 
Number of of Items Scale 
Observations* /Area Score 

The 1995 State Average of 56.2 is the point of 73,742 100/99** 56.6 
comparison for U.S. History Scale Scores. 
GOAL 1: Analyze elements in the American colonial 

experience that led to separation from England. Sh 54.1 
GOAL 2: Apply ideas of self-government as expressed 

in America’s founding documents. 40 54.1 
GOAL 3: Judge effectiveness of the institutions of the new 

nation in completing its independence (1781-1815). 30 Se 
GOAL 4: Assess the contending goals of nationalism 

and sectionalism in the period 1815-1850. 49 55.0 
GOAL 5: Evaluate the Civil War and Reconstruction as an 

affirmation of the power of the national government. 3k SBS 
GOAL 6: Interpret economic, social and political trends 

of the late 19th and early 20th centuries. 30 wee) 
GOAL 7: Analyze the causes and effects of the United 

States’ involvement in international affairs. 49 53.6 
GOAL 8: Appraise the economic, social and political 

changes of the decades of the 1920s and 1930s. 40 54.0 
GOAL 9: Analyze and evaluate the significance of causes, 

events and effects of the World War II era. 50 5,4 
GOAL 10: Trace economic and social developments and 

assess their significance for the lives of 

Americans in the last half-century. 50 56.0 
GOAL 11: Analyze changes in American political life 

in the last half-century. 50 JJ.) 
GOAL 12: Evaluate the conduct of United States’ foreign 

policy over the last half-century. 40 55.9 

NUMBER OF S ay Vi WwW Xx 
STUDENTS  —wwnrnwnn=  wwnnw nnn ennnnnne ne eneenne ee 


TAKING FORM 71386" 175392) 1731424357 293 


Notes: * “Number of Observations” includes students who attempted at least one item on the test. 
** Forms W and X contain 99 scored questions; the other forms have 100. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 


Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Table 29. 2000-01 End-of-Course Distribution of Scale Scores 


Algebra I 
NUMBER OF HIGH SCORE 96 
STUDENTS WITH 93,000 
VALID SCORES* LOW SCORE 31 
MEAN 61.1 2001 STATE SCALE 
PERCENTILES SCORE 
STANDARD 90 7321 
DEVIATION 9.3 715 67.28 
50 (MEDIAN) 60.78 
VARIANCE 86.8 D5 §4.71 
10 49.07 
FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION 
SCALE CUMULATIVE CUMULATIVE 2001 STATE 
SCORE FREQUENCY FREQUENCY PERCENT PERCENT PERCENTILE 
96 tak 93000 0.01 100.00 99 
95 10 92989 0.01 99.99 99 
94 PAE! 92979 0.02 99.98 99 
93 19 92956 0.02 99.95 99 
92 22 92937 0.02 99.93 99 
91 45 92915 0205) 99.91 99 
90 36 92870 0.04 99.86 99 
89 84 92834 0.09 99.82 99 
88 108 92750 OntzZ ye) 7/3} 99 
87 50 92642 0.05 99.62 99 
86 203 92592 Ome 99.56 99 
85 192 92389 Ore 2eu 99.34 99 
84 21°83 92197 O2Z23 99.14 99 
83 253 91979 (0) 5 2AY/ 98.90 99 
82 406 91726 0.44 98.63 98 
81 488 91320 8) 4 98.19 98 
80 514 90832 ORS5 97.67 97 
79 610 90318 0.66 Shy elle 97 
78 718 89708 (0) 3 hv 96.46 96 
wha) 1324 88990 sly ee 95.69 95 
76 874 87666 0.94 94.26 94 
Wis) 1287 86792 alee: OoSn SoZ 93 
74 SO 85505 NAS 91.94 91 
4P3} 1524 84144 Oe 90.48 90 
WP 2065 82620 PR PIPE 88.84 88 
Tea 1886 80555 ANOS 86.62 86 
70 2973 78669 320 84.59 83 
69 2739 75696 2.95 81.39 80 
68 Peyeyy 72957 Bs ioiet USGS) id, 
67 3635 70560 3290 UN AT 74 
66 3174 66925 354): FiLa9.6 70 
65 ZO (oy 3h 77 Shak 2.90 68.55 67 
64 4315 61050 (ah (aytt 65.65 63 
63 4510 56735 4.85 (Syl, {opal 59 
62 2959 B2225) By 5 als! Biome 55 
61 3847 49266 4.14 ayes lg) 51 
60 4609 45419 4.96 48.84 46 
59 3879 40810 dak ALY} 43.88 42 
58 oi lycial 36931 Siachy Si) 7A. 38 
Sy 4675 33800 5203 36.34 34 
56 2372 29125 PR says) Sis 2 30 
55 4452 26753 Mh Th) 2854s 26 
54 2222 22301 Be, 23.98 23 
53 26S 20079 PRNG| Zo 20 
by 2933 7S 6 yaks’ Se OZ ay! 
Syl 2504 14383 2.69 Seay, 14 
50 1861 11879 200 PLATT 2 
49 1666 10018 tke TAS) UO) VPP 10 
48 aigeys Ub 8352 thee 7s} 8.98 8 
47 1483 6741 oS) Pa Prs 6 
46 1238 5258 AW Aes} 5205 5 
45 1069 4020 BL ass) ARS 2 4 
44 884 2950 Omgs Bell 3 


Notes: * Students with valid scores are those who attempted at least one item on the test. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Table 29. 2000-01 End-of-Course Distribution of Scale Scores 
Algebra I (continued) 


FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION 


SCALE CUMULATIVE CUMULATIVE 2001 STATE 

SCORE FREQUENCY FREQUENCY PERCENT PERCENT PERCENTILE 
43 663 2067 OR a 2a22 2 
42 518 1404 0.56 ab, Sajal ag 
41 340 886 OF3i7 0895 aL 
40 208 546 0.22 ORSS i 
ae 53 338 0.16 0.36 1 
38 68 185 0.07 0.20 ah 
37 67 ay, 0.07 0213 uf 
36 a2 50 0.01 0.05 1 
35 10 38 0.01 0.04 1 
34 6 28 0.01 0.03 ai 
33 q 22 0.01 0.02 al 
32 3 tS 0.00 OMmOZ ab 
LESS THAN 32 2 eZ Oca OFOL i 


Notes: * Students with valid scores are those who attempted at least one item on the test. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Table 30. 2000-01 End-of-Course Distribution of Scale Scores 


Algebra II 
NUMBER OF HIGH SCORE 101 
STUDENTS WITH 54,902 
VALID SCORES* LOW SCORE 33 
MEAN 63.8 2001 STATE SCALE 
PERCENTILES SCORE 
STANDARD 90 76.68 
DEVIATION 9.9 75 70.90 
50 (MEDIAN) 63.62 
_VARIANCE 97.9 25 56.96 
10 50.47 
FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION 
SCALE CUMULATIVE CUMULATIVE 2001 STATE 
SCORE FREQUENCY _ FREQUENCY PERCENT PERCENT PERCENTILE 
101 i ~ 54902 0.00 100.00 99 
99 8 54901 0.01 100.00 99 
97 17 54893 0.03 99.98 99 
95 32 54876 0.06 99.95 99 
93 72 54844 0.13 99.89 99 
91 80 54772 0.15 99.76 99 
90 66 54692 Getz 99.62 99 
89 38 54626 0.07 99.50 99 
88 183 54588 0.33 99.43 99 
87 131 54405 0.24 99.09 99 
86 244 54274 0.44 98.86 99 
85 115 54030 0.21 98.41 98 
84 341 53915 0.62 98.20 98 
83 408 53574 0.74 97.58 97 
82 492 53166 0.90 96.84 96 
81 342 52674 0.62 95.94 96 
80 534 " 52332 0.97 95.32 95 
79 658 51798 1520 94.35 94 
78 1042 51140 1.90 93.15 92 
at 834 50098 1782 91.25 90 
76 1054 49264 ieg2 89.73 89 
75 1059 48210 1.93 87.81 87 
74 1169 47151 rgb) 85.88 85 
73 1667 45982 3.04 83.75 82 
72 1927 44315 3652 80.72 79 
jal 2010 42388 3.66 Titer 75 
70 1608 40378 2.93 73.55 72 
69 1779 38770 ae24 70.62 69 
68 1795 36991 aeoy 67.38 66 
67 1958 35196 3.57 64.11 62 
66 2007 33238 3.66 60.54 59 
65 1959 31231 3.57 56.88 55 
64 2063 29272 3.76 53.32 51 
63 2214 27209 4.03 49.56 48 
62 2198 24995 4.00 45.53 44 
61 2155 22797 3893 41.52 40 
60 1412 20642 2eS7 37.60 36 
59 2244 19230 4.09 35.03 33 
58 2137 16986 3.89 30.94 29 
57 2067 14849 3.76 27.05 25 
56 1343 12782 2.45 23.28 22 
55 636 11439 1.16 20.84 20 
54 1949 10803 3.55 19.68 18 
53 1710 8854 3417 16.13 15 
52 1077 7144 1.96 13701 12 
51 540 6067 0.98 11.05 Le 
50 1396 5527 2.54 10.07 9 
49 765 4131 1.39 7i52 7 
48 721 3366 1 31 6.13 5 
47 578 2645 1.05 4.82 4 
46 692 2067 £26 3.76 3 
45 375 1375 0.68 2.50 2 
44 385 1000 0.70 eS 1 
43 116 615 OF2T 1*19 1 
42 225 499 Oran 0.91 1 
41 143 274 0.26 0.50 1 
40 61 131 Omtt 0.24 ah 
LESS THAN 40 70 70 0.13 0.13 L 


Notes: * Students with valid scores are those who attempted at least one item on the test. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Biology | 

NUMBER OF HIGH SCORE 91 
STUDENTS WITH 82,026 
VALID SCORES* LOW SCORE 25 
MEAN 56.8 2001 STATE SCALE 

PERCENTILES SCORE 
STANDARD 90 67.80 
DEVIATION 8.5 75 62.87 

50 (MEDIAN) 56.91 

VARIANCE leat 2 51.01 


10 45.57 


Table 31. 2000-01 End-of-Course Distribution of Scale Scores 
FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION 


SCALE CUMULATIVE CUMULATIVE 1995 STATE 
SCORE _ FREQUENCY ___ FREQUENCY ___ PERCENT _——s PERCENT. _ PERCENTILE 

91 1 82026 0.00 100.00 99 

88 4 82025 0.00 100.00 99 

86 8 82021 0.01 99.99 99 

85 13 82013 0.02 99.98 99 

83 29 82000 0.04 99.97 99 

82 37 81971 0.05 99.93 99 

81 50 81934 0.06 99.89 99 

80 70 81884 0.09 99.83 99 

79 93 81814 0.11 99.74 99 

78 150 81721 0.18 99.63 99 

i 201 81571 0.25 99.45 99 

76 229 81370 0.28 99.20 99 

75 431 81141 0.53 98.92 99 

74 590 - 80710 Osta 98.40 99 

73 518 80120 0.63 97.68 98 | 

We? 879 79602 aD 97.04 98 

bl, 900 78723 1.10 95.97 97 

70 1096 77823 tee 94.88 96 

69 1768 76727 PRAMS 93.54 95 

68 1627 74959 1.98 91.38 93 

67 1779 73332 vaPer 89.40 91 

66 2375 71553 2.90 87.23 88 

65 2671 69178 3426 84.34 86 

64 2911 66507 3.55 81.08 83 

63 3296 63596 4.02 77.53 79 

62 2756 60300 3.36 73.51 76 

61 3385 57544 4.13 70.15 72 

60 2992 54159 3.65 66.03 68 

59 a770 51167 4.60 62.38 64 

58 3843 47396 4.69 57.78 59 

57 4324 43553 Seen 53.10 55 

56 3796 39229 4.63 47.83 51 

55 3420 35433 ein 43.20 46 

54 3197 32013 3.90 39.03 42 

53 3636 28816 4.43 35.13 39 

52 3537 25180 4.31 30.70 34 

51 2314 21643 2282 26.39 30 

50 3462 19329 4322 23.56 26 

49 1587 15867 1.93 19.34 23 

48 3039 14280 3.70 17344 20 

47 1375 11241 1.68 13.70 17 

46 1793 9866 2.19 12.03 15 

45 1810 8073 2 321 9.84 12 

44 1000 6263 Lea? 7.64 10 

43 1066 5263 ae Yel 6.42 9 

42 813 4197 0.99 py 7 

41 694 3384 0.85 4413 6 

40 784 2690 0.96 3.28 5 

39 495 1906 0.60 2x32 3 

38 595 1411 0.73 i ey 2 

37 234 816 0.29 0.99 1 

36 212 582 0.26 0.71 af 

35 161 370 0.20 0.45 1 

34 95 209 0.12 0.25 a 
LESS THAN 34 114 114 0.14 0.14 1 


Notes: * Students with valid scores are those who attempted at least one item on the test. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Table 32. 2000-01 End-of-Course Distribution of Scale Scores 


Chemistry 
NUMBER OF HIGH SCORE 88 
STUDENTS WITH 43,702 
VALID SCORES* LOW SCORE 27 
MEAN 58.9 2001 STATE SCALE 
PERCENTILES SCORE 
STANDARD 90 69.98 
DEVIATION 8.7 715 64.81 
50 (MEDIAN) 58.81 
VARIANCE 76.5 25 53.03 
10 47.29 
FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION 
SCALE CUMULATIVE CUMULATIVE  1997STATE 
SCORE FREQUENCY FREQUENCY PERCENT PERCENT PERCENTILE 
88 5 43702 Ohs ih 100.00 99 
87 cleats 43697 0.03 99.99 99 
86 22 43686 0.05 99.96 99 
85 26 43664 0.06 99.91 99 
84 38 43638 0.09 99.85 99 
83 49 43600 Oe OS 99 
82 60 43,55 0.14 99.65 99 
81 104 43491 0.24 99.52 99 
80 109 43387 O25) 99.28 99 
79 eal! 43278 0.39 99.03 99 
78 ills: 43107 0235 98.64 99 
el 218 42955 O250 98.29 99 
76 369 PNT) S37) 0.84 SPRITES) 99 
75 245 42368 Bs rls) 96.95 98 
74 468 ADS aOR 96.39 98 
73 Sy 7 /ah 41655 sce OS esiZ 97 
72 643 41084 a7 94.01 96 
fst 677 40441 TASS) 92.54 95 
70 836 39764 age 90.99 94 
69 delay) 38928 2 ho 89.08 92 
68 1287 37811 Beye 86.52 90 
67 1472 36524 Bsa 83.58 88 
66 1106 35052 22535 80.21 86 
65 1686 33946 3.86 77.68 83 
64 L553 32260 3255 TN sy 80 
63 1994 30707 4.56 0m 6 76 
62 Ig afak PRE MI ALE ik (OS) 65-00) ee 
61 1841 26942 Amen 61.65 68 
60 2389 Z 5a! Say 57 244 64 
59 GANG PLIRT INP) 2.85 Sys aie) 60 
58 2530 21465 Sa) 49.12 56 
By 21798: 18935 4.97 Aas 51. 
56 1671 16764 BeSZ 38.36 46 
55 1665 15093 Si she Bane 42 
54 aS 13428 B92 S0ngs tg) 
53 1665 pels 2} ofsiil 26.80 33 
52 1529 10048 3) 50) 22.99 28 
alt 1097 8519 PA oesyal, 19.49 25 
50 986 7422 PL PRO} 16.98 22 
49 951 6436 PR skis! Are 5 19 
48 888 5485 PAVE 12S) 16 
47 1069 4597 2245 LOR SZ 13 
46 619 3528 dee 8.07 ae 
45 602 2909 T2338 6.66 9 
44 350 2307 O30 e By 5 te! 8 
43 470 1957 1.08 4.48 6 
42 391 1487 0.89 3.40 4 
41 330 1096 0.76 255) 3 
40 21:5 766 0.49 eS Pr 
39 254 55a 0.58 ANG PAS fh 
38 103 297 0.24 0.68 1 
34 VL 194 0.16 0.44 a: 
36 67 123 0.15 0.28 1 
1/5) 33 56 0.08 Ors al 
LESS THAN 35 23 23 0.05 0.05 1 


Notes: * Students with valid scores are those who attempted at least one item on the test. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Table 33. 2000-01 End-of-Course Distribution of Scale Scores 
Economic, Legal, and Political Systems 


NUMBER OF HIGH SCORE 86 
STUDENTS WITH 90,209 
VALID SCORES* LOW SCORE 21 
MEAN Si 2001 STATE SCALE 
PERCENTILES SCORE 
STANDARD 90 66.65 
DEVIATION 8.7 75 61.90 
50 (MEDIAN) 56.06 
VARIANCE 76.0 25 50.07 
10 44.04 
FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION 
SCALE CUMULATIVE CUMULATIVE 1997 STATE 
SCORE ___ FREQUENCY ___ FREQUENCY ___ PERCENT ___ PERCENT __ PERCENTILE 
86 a 90209 0.00 100.00 99 
84 al 90208 0.00 100.00 QE 
83 5 90207 O2Ou 100.00 99 
82 S 90202 0.00 SS SIE) 99 
81 23 90198 0.03 9999 99 
80 39 S0L75 0.04 99R96 99) 
VS 36 90136 0.04 IOI2 Ee) 
78 35 90100 0.04 99.88 99 
Ti 143 90065 OoAlls 99.84 Qe, 
76 222 89922 0.25 99.68 me 
75 276 89700 Ope 99.44 99 
74 149 89424 Oe EY IS) 51,5) ele, 
73 434 89275 0.48 98.96 99 
TZ, 882 88841 0.98 98.48 99 
Val Be Sod 959 (0) Disk: 98 
70 867 86980 ORS 96.42 oF 
69 1303 86113 1.44 95.46 96 
68 1956 84810 Zora 94.02 sis, 
67 1968 82854 2.18 9A 85 93 
66 2032 80886 22>) 89.67 91 
65 2363 78854 2.62 87.41 89 
64 3204 76491 37295 84.79 87 
63 3296 73287 3265 81.24 84 
62 3877 69991 4.30 TAPS NE) 81 
61 3702 66114 NEAL) T3329 77 
60 shal Ts) 62412 4.18 69 9 BB 
So) 3636 58637 4.03 65.00 70 
58 4205 55001 4.66 60.97 65 
57. Sal 50796 4.20 56ese 61 
56 4289 47005 4.75 Eyed 57 
55 B52 42716 4.16 47.35 So 
54 4579 38964 5.08 43.19 48 
53 3604 34385 4.00 Shel 44 
52 Sipi/, 30781 4.16 34.12 39 
Si 3222 27024 S55 BIS 29796 36 
50 PAS) BE) PreK eyihy 326 26.40 38) 
49 2783 20873 3209 23.14 29 
48 2576 18090 2.86 2005 26 
47 2362 15514 ZO IE7/ 670 23 
46 1535 i352 5 HO 14.58 20 
45 1962 eG 2-27 12.88 18 
44 1390 9655 1.54 10.70 16 
43 i392 8265 1.54 he aKS' 14 
42 840 6873 On93 TS 12 
41 1106 6033 P23 6.69 10 
40 871 4927 ORS 5.46 9 
39 822 4056 O39 1) 4.50 8 
38 724 3234 0.80 3159 6 
ohe/ 505 2510 0.56 2.78 5 
36 520 2005 0.58 Dec I: 4 
35 534 1485 O59 P05 3 
34 270 952 0.30 105 2 
33 286 681 ORSZ O25 aL 
32 165 525 0.18 0.44 1 
Sia 98 230 Ocala 0225 a 
LESS THAN 31 132 132 0215 O15 1 


Notes: * Students with valid scores are those who attempted at least one item on the test. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/T esting Section. 
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Table 34. 2000-01 End-of-Course Distribution of Scale Scores 


English I 
NUMBER OF HIGH SCORE 83 
STUDENTS WITH 94,707 
VALID SCORES* LOW SCORE 22 
MEAN 55.4 2001 STATE SCALE 
PERCENTILES SCORE 
STANDARD 90 66.16 
DEVIATION 8.6 715 61.24 
50 (MEDIAN) 55.60 
VARIANCE 73.3 25 49.76 
10 43.98 
FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION 
SCALE CUMUI 477 VE CUMULATIVE 1995 STATE 
SCORE FREQUENCY FREQUENCY PERCENT PERCENT PERCENTILE 
83 10 94707 O02! 100.00 99 
82 9 94697 Gi {e)al 99.99 99 
81 19 94688 OsOZ 99.98 99 
80 52 94669 0.05 99.96 99 
79 24 94617 CROs 99.90 99 
78 145 94593 ORES 99.88 99 
a9) 93 94448 ORO 99.73 99 
76 136 94355 Oma 99.63 99 
75 340 94219 Osis 99.48 99 
74 219 93879 Oris 99.13 99 
Ws 530 93660 0256 98.89 99 
72 og fALiSs 93130 ORWS 98.33 99 
Wah 781 92415 0.82 97.58 98 
70 1047 91634 ail abil 96.76 97 
69 1243 ' 90587 als chil Cn I5S) 97 
68 1387 89344 1.46 94.34 96 
67 1894 87957 2.00 OD ow 94 
66 2429 86063 Ze 90.87 93 
65 2680 83634 ZeaSs 88.31 91 
64 2540 80954 2.68 85.48 89 
63 4034 78414 dal, PS, 82.80 86 
62 2342 74380 Bes iho 78.54 84 
61 3884 72038 4.10 76.06 81 
60 4623 68154 4.88 Wily sXS Wi 
59 3548 63531 Bie US 67.08 73 
58 4540 59983 4.79 63.34 70 
Sy i/ 4719 55443 4.98 58.54 66 
56 BIS 50724 3.94 53)-50 62 
3i5) 5083 46992 Byo 2) 7 49.62 58 
54 3735 41909 3.94 “Wal PS) 53 
Byes 4508 38174 4.76 4053 49 
52 3645 33666 B35 SyS5|Si5) 45 
yal 3367 30021 Sebo Sib. 7/8) 40 
50 4006 26654 (A PS} 28.14 Sy7/ 
49 2347 22648 2.48 23508 32 
48 3074 20301 S525) 21.44 28 
47 Salty 7/ UYBAY Sot Ae Stie ALE) 25 
46 1911 14060 Ze 02 Tao 22 
45 1848 12149 T9395 WPA 5 18h} 19 
44 1604 10301 1.69 10.88 16 
43 1439 8697 Ag oy 9.18 14 
42 1288 7258 the, BMS 7.66 GL 
41 Ss 5970 Z0 6.30 9 
40 1005 4837 1.06 Bye ail 8 
39 887 3832 0.94 4.05 6 
38 761 2945 0.80 h.5 al 5 
Sy 558 2184 0.59 Zs 4 
36 505 1626 Oss the Ys 3 
35 363 Vi2 0.38 alylts} 2 
34 253 758 0.27 0.80 2 
33 Le. 505 OAs) OSs at 
32 126 328 Oma Es ab 
shil 108 202 ata On Zar 1 
30 37 94 0.04 Ont0 1 
LESS THAN 30 Si Sy 0.06 0.06 all 


Notes: * Students with valid scores are those who attempted at least one item on the test. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Table 35. 2000-01 End-of-Course Distribution of Scale Scores 








Geometry 
NUMBER OF HIGH SCORE 93 
STUDENTS WITH __ 65,480 
VALID SCORES* LOW SCORE 32 
MEAN 59.8 2001 STATE SCALE 
PERCENTILES SCORE 
STANDARD 90 71.23 
DEVIATION 8.9 75 65.78 
| 50 (MEDIAN) 59.65 
VARIANCE 78.4 25 53.51 
10 48.23 
FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION 
SCALE CUMULATIVE CUMULATIVE 2001 STATE 
SCORE FREQUENCY __ FREQUENCY PERCENT PERCENT __ PERCENTILE 
93 2 65480 0.00 100.00 99 
92 4 65478 0.01 100.00 99 
SpA 7 65474 0.01 99.99 99 
90 4 65467 OROL 99-98 99 
89 38 65463 0.06 99297 99 
88 ANS 65425 OnOZ Ch) 99 
87 35 65410 0.05 99.89 99 
86 62 65375 0.09 99.84 og 
85 Si oSsis OLS 99.74 99 
84 52 65216 0.08 99.60 99 
83 149 65164 One oS 99 
82 140 65015 Omar Ce) 5 AS) 99 
81 170 64875 0.26 99.08 SS) 
80 228 64705 ORS 98.82 Si) 
Us) 362 64477 O55 98.47 98 
78 460 64115 0.70 97 392 98 
de, 509 63655 0.78 97 221 SH7/ 
76 538 63146 0.82 96.44 96 
US 627 62608 0.96 S50. o5 
74 UAE. 61981 AL Au, 94.66 94 
73 1032 61260 il isvs! 93/556 93 
72 873 60228 ibe Shs) hal, SIE! 91 
al 1594 59355 Pye te} ODES 89 
70 1493 57761 Pr EXs} 88.21 87 
69 1586 56268 2.42 85293 85 
68 PAUSE) 54682 S50) Santon 82 
67 1354 52523 PR NOP) 80.21 79 
66 2844 51169 4.34 78.14 76 
65 2056 48325 3.14 isi O0 WYP 
64 255 46269 4.21 70.66 69 
63 2867 43514 4.38 66.45 64 
62 2346 40647 Bh ake 62.08 60 
61 3588 38301 5.48 58.49 56 
60 2326 34713 Bo 55 53-10! Sl 
5g SOs 82387 4.60 49.46 47 
58 2918 29374 4.46 44.86 43 
7/ 2846 26456 i355 40.40 38 
56 2288 23610 3.49 36.06 34 
2) 2766 PREY 4.22 32756 30 
54 PBN) 18556 She Sis} 28.34 2a) 
55 2641 16344 4.03 24.96 25 
52 2081 7.08 Bho alts! 20.93 19 
51 1445 IV Zire I5/ S) aay, 
50 1446 OA a PRAIA 15.54 14 
49 1744 8731 2.66 IES} aS} 12 
48 1600 6987 2.44 10.67 9 
47 1053 5387 I sol 8.23 
46 APA 4334 eo 2 6.62 6 
45 762 3077 A Alas) 4.70 4 
44 616 ZS 0.94 Be 3 
43 527) 1699 0.80 Zo 2 
42 403 GT: 0.62 gS TAS uk 
41 319 769 0.49 Ali oF 1 
40 184 450 0228 0.69 1 
39 126 266 ORES 0.41 dl 
38 103 140 0.16 OZ ail 
LESS THAN 38 hy) ey) 0.06 0.06 ik 


Notes: * Students with valid scores are those who attempted at least one item on the test. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Table 36. 2000-01 End-of-Course Distribution of Scale Scores 
Physical Science 





NUMBER OF HIGH SCORE 88 
STUDENTS WITH 39,182 
VALID SCORES* LOW SCORE 26 
MEAN 20.5 2001 STATE SCALE 
PERCENTILES SCORE 
STANDARD 90 66.57 
DEVIATION 8.7 75 61.75 
50 (MEDIAN) 55.83 
VARIANCE 76.2 25 49.57 
cP 43.67 
FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION 
SCALE CUMULATIVc CUMULATIVE 1997 STATE 
SCORE FREQUENCY FREQUENCY PERCENT PERCENT PERCENTILE 
88 1 39182 O27 00 100.00 99 
85 2 39181 OROr 100.00 99 
84 4 39179 0.01 99.99 99 
83 6 39175 0.02 99.98 99 
82 14 39169 0.04 99.97 99 
80 hal. SOu55 0.08 99.93 99 
79 41 39124 0.10 99.85 99 
78 B77 39083 0.09 99.75 99 
OTT! 80 39046 0220 99.65 99 
76 109 38966 OBZ Ss 99.45 99 
Of's3 IAS} 38857 (0) SSJEe oe) ai a/ 99 
74 149 38734 0.38 98.86 99 
73 170 38585 0.43 98.48 99 
UGE 307 > S415 0.78 98.04 98 
TEs 480 38108 al AS} 97.26 97 
70 448 37628 il Ales! 96.03 96 
| 69 435 37180 tbe alAL 94.89 95 
68 986 36745 Zee Byes ris} 94 
67 532 S575 9 iL SHS 91.26 92 
66 1041 35227 ZE66 89.91 90 
65 1150 34186 2, Sey 87225 88 
64 1008 33036 Phe sey if 84.31 86 
63 1358 32028 BAe, Siz74 83 
62 1706 30670 ASS 78.28 80 
61 1300 28964 Bes2 Seo? WU 
60 1637 27664 4.18 70.60 Ws 
59 1686 26027 4.30 66.43 70 
58 1814 24341 4.63 62 66 
5y/ L752 PRINS a4 4.47 57.49 61 
56 1765 20776 MA SSO, SSO 57 
5S AT/ SVT 19011 4.48 “23252 54 
54 1553 17254 3.96 44.04 49 
53 1782 P5702 4255 40.07 46 
52 1030 13919 PR AEB) 3.552 42 
Bilt PRNALISS 12889 5.40 32.90 38 
50 1049 10774 2.68 PRT) 30) B5 
49 1049 9725 2.68 24.82 31 
48 1582 8676 4.04 2264 28 
47 869 7094 PX PROS Alt Seal 25 
46 869 6225 PAP 15.89 22 
45 830 5356 PR MI? HST / 20 
44 735 4526 1.88 aa SS} Hy) 
43 660 3791 1.68 9.68 5 
42 633 gyailsyal iL (57 7.99 73 
41 501 2498 A FAS! 6.38 all, 
40 590 1997 tee) 50 9 
39 389 1407 0.99 B59 oF 
38 2S 1018 0.70 260 5 
S7/ 213 745 0.54 90) 4 
36 270 532 0.69 IA BS 3 
35 87 262 0222 ORGr 2 
34 Th 75 0.20 ORAS 1 
ois! 44 98 (O), that O25 1 
a2 ae 54 0.06 ORs i! 
LESS THAN 32 32 B32 0.08 0.08 1 


Notes: * Students with valid scores are those who attempted at least one item on the test. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/T' esting Section. 
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Table 37. 2000-01 End-of-Course Distribution of Scale Scores 


Physics 
NUMBER OF HIGH SCORE 85 
STUDENTS WITH 10,948 
VALID SCORES* LOW SCORE 30 
MEAN 57.0 2001 STATE SCALE 
PERCENTILES SCORE 
STANDARD 90 67.93 
DEVIATION 8.5 75 62.65 
50 (MEDIAN) 57.04 
VARIANCE 71.6 25 51.34 
10 46.03 
FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION 
SCALE CUMULATIVE CUMULATIVE 1997STATE 
SCORE FREQUENCY FREQUENCY PERCENT PERCENT PERCENTILE 
85 2 10948 0.02 100.00 99 
84 4 10946 0.04 99.98 99 
82 10 10942 0.09 99.95 99 
81 16 10932 O25 99.85 99 
80 = 10916 0.03 OORT 99 
79 25 10913 ORs 99.68 99 
78 35 10888 0232 99.45 99 
OFF 65 10853 0.59 99.13 99 
The MW 10788 ORLT 98.54 99 
gS) 38 10776 OFs5 98.43 98 
74 90 10738 0) tay 98.08 98 
13 74 10648 0.68 97.26 97 
TP 93 10574 0.85 96.58 96 
vhat Des 10481 Ih OS 95e73 95 
70 132 10366 Ib A) 94.68 94 
69 164 10234 150 93.48 93 
68 378 10070 Be 45 91.98 91 
67 191 9692 a) 2 7/tst 88.53 89 
66 228 9501 2.08 86.78 87 
65 302 9273 Zo 84.70 84 
64 440 8971 4.02 81.94 82 
63 376 8531 Bmas T7292 78 
62 518 8155 (ad ke) 74.49 Th) 
61 425 7637 3.88 69.76 71 
60 294 PAPA 2.69 65.88 68 
59 682 6918 623 63.19 63 
58 471 6236 4.30 56.96 59 
Sy 7/ 626 5765 Beare 52.66 54 
56 477 5139 4.36 46.94 50 
55 B22 4662 Aa 42.58 46 
54 497 4140 4.54 37.82 42 
53 427 3643 3.90 33528 37 
52 408 3216 By, Ts} PRY SHE 33 
isyal 434 2808 3.96 2505 30 
50 329 2374 3200) 21.68 27 
49 281 2045 PANT 18.68 2S 
48 238 1764 Zee aly}. alah 20 
47 341 1526 Bhs dlgth 13394 Ey 
46 193 1185 176 LOeS2Z 14 
45 191 992 ih) 7 Hel 9.06 eZ 
44 ee) 801 ils (@hy/ J es2 10 
43 aS 684 ahs Syak Ga25 8 
42 139 541 IY) 4.94 H 
41 105 402 0.96 Seay 5 
40 74 297 0.68 2 4 
39 Ws 223 0.67 Pk LOG! 3 
38 42 150 0238 uke Siy/ 2 
37 41 108 O15 0.99 S 
36 2, 67 OmzZ> ORO il 
35 18 40 0.16 Olas 1 
LESS THAN 35 22 22 0.20 0.20 1 


Notes: * Students with valid scores are those who attempted at least one item on the test. 


Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Table 38. 2000-01 End-of-Course Distribution of Scale Scores 


US. History 
NUMBER OF HIGH SCORE 87 
STUDENTS WITH 73,742 
VALID SCORES* LOW SCORE 25 
MEAN 56.6 2001 STATE SCALE 
PERCENTILES SCORE 
STANDARD 90 67.31 
DEVIATION 8.4 75 62.28 
50 (MEDIAN) 56.61 
VARIANCE 70.0 25 50.80 
10 45.72 
FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION 
SCALE CUMULATIVE CUMULATIVE 1995 STATE 
SCORE FREQUENCY FREQUENCY PERCENT PERCENT PERCENTILE 
87 2 73742 0.00 100.00 99 
86 2 73740 0.00 100.00 99 
85 4 73738 0.01 99.99 99 
84 8 73734 0.01 99.99 99 
83 12 73726 0.02 99.98 99 
82 32 73714 0.04 99.96 99 
81 50 73682 0.07 99.92 99 
80 82 73632 ‘aca 99.85 99 
79 92 73550 O722 99.74 99 
78 104 73458 0.14 99.61 99 
27 135 73354 0.28 99.47 99 
76 248 73219 0.34 99.29 99 
75 224 72971 0.30 98.95 99 
74 490 age S| 0.66 98.65 99 
ei) 425 72257 0.58 97.99 98 
72 704 71832 0.95 97.41 98 
71 769 71128 1.04 96.46 97 
70 981 70359 1533 95.41 96 
69 1126 69378 1.53 94.08 94 
68 1596 68252 2.16 92.56 92 
67 1525 66656 25.07, 90.39 90 
66 1904 65131 2.58 88.32 88 
65 2193 63227 2.97 85.74 85 
64 2411 61034 ae 82.77 82 
63 2600 58623 3.53 79.50 78 
62 3294 56023 4.47 75.97 74 
61 3295 52729 4.47 71.50 70 
60 3082 49434 4.18 67.04 66 
59 3120 46352 £223 62.86 61 
58 3339 43232 4.53 58.63 57 
57 3392 39893 4.60 54.10 52 
56 3888 36501 Seal 49.50 48 
55 3080 32613 4.18 44.23 44 
54 3472 29533 Anos 40.05 39 
53 3259 26061 4.42 35.34 35 
52 2449 22802 3.32 30.92 30 
51 o20 20353 3.69 27.60 a3 
50 2774 17632 26 2aeGt 23 
49 2214 14858 3.00 20.15 20 
48 2004 12644 2a Bia o se) 
47 2092 10640 2.84 14.43 15 
46 1507 8548 2.04 11.59 12 
45 1016 7041 1.38 9.55 10 
44 1294 6025 1.75 Soy 8 
43 1256 4731 aro 6.42 6 
42 685 3475 0.93 cy ES 5 
41 580 2790 0.79 cw E:) 4 
40 455 2210 0.62 3.00 3 
39 500 1755 0.68 2.38 2 
38 487 1255 0.66 1.70 1 
BF 282 768 0.38 1.04 1 
36 147 486 0.20 0.66 1 
35 146 339 0.20 0.46 1 
34 100 193 0.14 0.26 1 
LESS THAN 34 93 93 0.13 0.13 1 


Notes: * Students with valid scores are those who attempted at least one item on the test. Data received from LEAs and charter schools after 
August 2001 are not included in this table. Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/T: esting Section. 
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Table 39. 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Algebra I -- Mean Scale Score by LEA (Maximum=87) 


Magellan** 

Lake Norman** 
Exploris** 

Quest Academy** 






Francine Delany** 


Downtown Middle** 


Catawba, Henderson, Wake 
Orange Co. Charter** 


Johnston, Orange, Surry, Thomas Jefferson**, Wilkes 
Cabarrus, Perquimans, Summit Charter** 


Alexander, Haywood, Newton Conover City, Pitt, Rutherford, Shelby City, Stanly 
Gates, Moore, Scotland 


Cherokee, Edenton/Chowan, Elkin City, McDowell, Randolph, Yancey 
Lee 
Clinton City, Kannapolis City, Kestrel Heights**, Macon, New Hanover, Raleigh Charter HS**, Rowan-Salisbury 


Asheboro City, Chatham, Cleveland, Currituck, Gaston, Greene, Hickory City, Jackson, Pamlico, Wilson, Winston-Salem/Forsyth, Yadkin 


American Ren. Middle**, Craven, Kings Mountain City, Lincoln, Swain 


Avery, Beaufort, Brevard Academy** 
Alamance-Burlington, Davidson, Graham, Iredell-Statesville, Sampson 
Lenoir, Rocky Mt Charter Public**, Thomasville City 
Davie, Hammett, Person, Stokes 
Granville, Mooresville City, Tyrrell 
Alleghany, Cape Lookout Marine**, Mitchell, Onslow, Sterling Montessori** 
Caldwell, Duplin 
Asheville City, Brunswick, Rockingham 
Camden, Hyde, Nash-Rocky Mount, Richmond, Wayne 
: Evergreen Community** 
2000 State B Franklin 


Columbus, Durham, Guilford, Martin 
Bladen, River Mill Charter**, Woods Charter** 
Edgecombe, Roanoke Rapids City 


Anson, Cumberland, Montgomery 
Vance, Whiteville City 
Northampton 

1998 State 
Charlotte/Mecklenburg, Robeson 


Hoke 
Bertie 


Elizabeth City/Pasquotank 
1997 State 


1994, 1996 State : Imani Institute**, Washington 
1995 State : Caswell, Warren 


Halifax 
Jones, Lexington City 


East Wake Academy** 


Laurinburg Homework** 
Laurinburg**, New Century** 
Weldon City 


Carter Community**, Omuteko Gwamaziima** 
Lift Academy** 
Wayne Academy** 


Grandfather Academy**, Provisions Academy**, Village Charter** 
Notes: ‘Scale scores are rounded up to the nearest two-tenths of a point. 
*Data are not reported where the number tested is fewer than five. 


**Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete charter school name can be found in the Appendix. 


Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Table 40. 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results 


Algebra II -- Mean Scale Score by LEA (Maximum=92) 
| __ State _| Mean Score’ | 2001 LEA Performance 


Raleigh Charter HS** 


Iredell-Statesville, Wake, Yancey 
Clay, Currituck, Hickory City, Johnston 


Henderson, Moore, Mount Airy City, Thomasville City 
McDowell, Wilkes 

Cabarrus, Graham, Madison, Pitt, Swain 

Dare, Perquimans, Union 


Asheville City, Catawba, Craven, Wilson 


Carteret, Davie, Gates, Lenoir, Lincoln, Onslow 
Macon, Winston-Salem/Forsyth 
Camden, Chatham, Cherokee, New Hanover, Rowan-Salisbury, Surry, Yadkin 
Ashe, Durham 
Alexander, Caldwell, Davidson, Lee, Rockingham, Scotland 
2001 State ‘ Alleghany, Cape Lookout Marine**, Pender 
Kings Mountain City 
Anson, Guilford, Hyde, Rutherford 
Cleveland, Wayne 
Harnett 





Alamance-Burlington, Person, Polk, Randolph, Roanoke Rapids City 


Asheboro City, Charlotte/Mecklenburg, Duplin, Franklin, Gaston, Richmond 


Beaufort, Martin 
Stokes, Whiteville City 

2000 State é Mooresville City, River Mill Charter** 
Brunswick, Jackson 


1999 State 
Caswell, Elizabeth City/Pasquotank, Mitchell 
Montgomery, Warren 


Edgecombe, Robeson 


Columbus, Hoke 


Lift Academy** 


Chatham Charter**, J.H. Baker Jr High**, Kennedy Charter**, Kestrel Heights**, Lakeside School**, Quest Academy**, Woods Charter** 
Notes: +Scale scores are rounded up to the nearest two-tenths of a point. 
*Data are not reported where the number tested is fewer than five. 
**Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete charter school name can be 
found in the Appendix. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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|__State__[ Mean Scoret 
68.9 


1998 State 
1999,2000 State 
1997 State 


1995, 1996 State 


Table 41. 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Biology -- Mean Scale Score by LEA (Maximum=89) 


2001 LEA Performance 


Raleigh Charter HS** 


Thomas Jefferson** 


Carteret, Hickory City, Newton Conover City 
Dare, Johnston, Macon 

Cherokee, Quest Academy** 

Jackson, Watauga 

Buncombe, Wake 

Graham, Transylvania, Wilkes 

Avery, Burke, Cabarrus, Orange 


Catawba, Haywood, Lincoln, New Hanover, Onslow 

Davie 

Clay, Craven 

Asheboro City, McDowell, Pitt, Yancey 

Chatham, Person, Thomasville City, Whiteville City 

Cleveland, Davidson, Guilford, Henderson, Mount Airy City, Stanly 

Moore, Shelby City, Surry 

Alexander, Ashe, Edenton/Chowan, Granville, Union, Yadkin 

Camden, Durham, Gaston, Kannapolis City, Kings Mountain City, Mitchell, Pender, Perquimans, Rowan-Salisbury, Swain 


Polk 

Brunswick, Charlotte/Mecklenburg, Franklin, Madison, Rutherford, Scotland 

Caldwell, Lee 

Harnett, Jones, Richmond, Roanoke Rapids City 

Alleghany, Elizabeth City/Pasquotank, Iredell-Statesville, Lexington City, Mooresville City, Randolph, River Mill Charter**, Stokes, 
Wayne, Winston-Salem/Forsyth 

Cumberland, Edgecombe, Pamlico, Rockingham 

Alamance-Burlington, Gates, Wilson 

Sampson 

Clinton City, Lenoir 


Beaufort, Bladen, Caswell, Currituck, Duplin, Kestrel Heights**, Martin 


Columbus 
Montgomery, Nash-Rocky Mount 


Hyde, Tyrrell 
Asheville City, Northampton 


Washington 
Greene, Warren 
Bertie, New Century** 


Cape Lookout Marine** 


Laurinburg Homework** 
Kennedy Charter** 

Wayne Academy**, Weldon City 
Lift Academy** 





Crossnore Academy**, Omuteko Gwamaziima** 


Notes: ‘Scale scores are rounded up to the nearest two-tenths of a point. 


*Data are not reported 


where the number tested is fewer than five. 


**Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete charter school name 
can be found in the Appendix. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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| State —_|Mean Score+ 





2001 State 


2000 State 
1999 State 


Table 42. 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Chemistry -- Mean Scale Score by LEA (Maximum=87) 


Transylvania 
Chapel Hill-Carrboro City 
Orange, Yancey 


Thomas Jefferson** 


Cabarrus, Carteret 

Thomasville City 

Wake, Watauga 

Alexander, Currituck, Dare, Davie, Hickory City, Pender, Whiteville City, Wilkes 
McDowell 

Newton Conover City 


Scotland, Union 

Alleghany 

Catawba, Shelby City 

Buncombe, Camden, Iredell-Statesville 

Durham 

Guilford, Martin 

Burke, Henderson, Lexington City, Lincoln, Mount Airy City, New Hanover, Stanly 
Winston-Salem/Forsyth 

Craven, Elkin City, Greene, Macon, Onslow, Roanoke Rapids City, Rowan-Salisbury 
Johnston, Kings Mountain City, Sampson, Stokes 

Surry, Warren, Wilson 

Moore 

Davidson, Haywood, Lee, Pitt 

Caldwell, Franklin, Jackson, Rutherford, Wayne 

Gates, Mitchell 

Clinton City, Duplin, Gaston, Granville, Randolph 


Beaufort, Harnett, Mooresville City, Nash-Rocky Mount, Richmond 
Polk 


Alamance-Burlington, Ashe, Elizabeth City/Pasquotank, Perquimans, Rockingham, Swain 
Clay, Hyde 


Asheville City, Brunswick, Cleveland, Lenoir, Pamlico 
Person 
Caswell, Charlotte/Mecklenburg, Cumberland, Graham 


Kannapolis City, Madison, Yadkin 

Avery, Bladen, Chatham, Jones 

Asheboro City 

Anson, Edenton/Chowan, Edgecombe, Washington 


Hoke 


Columbus, Montgomery 


Laurinburg** 
Bertie, Weldon City 
Hertford 

New Century** 


Notes: +Scale scores are rounded up to the nearest two-tenths of a point. 
*Data are not reported where the number tested is fewer than five. 
**Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete charter school name can be found in the Appendix. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001lare not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section 
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Table 43. 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results 


Chapel Hill-Carrboro City 
Cherokee 


Hyde 
Madison, Transylvania 


Cape Lookout Marine**, Polk 


Burke, Dare, Edgecombe, Johnston, Rowan-Salisbury, Yancey 
Cleveland, Randolph 





Avery, Buncombe, Graham, Newton Conover City, Onslov 
Granville, Kings Mountain City, Wake 

Camden, Elkin City, Pitt, Stanly 

Cabarrus 

Brunswick, Iredell-Statesville 
Davidson, Gaston, Henderson, Orange, Pender, Scotland, Shelby City, Surry, Watauga, Wilke 


Beaufort, Catawba, Clay, Harnett, Union am 
Chatham, Guilford 
Alleghany, Davie, Kannapolis City, Lenoir, Martin, Whiteville Cit 
; Ashe, Carteret, East Wake Academy**, Haywood, New Hanover, Perquimans, Person, Rockingham, Wayne, Yadki 
2001 State : Roanoke Rapids City 
Asheville City, Craven, Gates, Lincoln, Macon, McDowell, Moore, New Century* 
, Greene 
1999, 2000 State ; 
1998 State : Edenton/Chowan, Jackson, Mooresville City, Mount Airy City, Rutherford, Winston-Salem/Forsytl 
Montgomery 
Columbus, Cumberland, Lee, Mitchell, Stokes, Wilsor 
Clinton City, River Mill Charter** 
: Bladen, Charlotte/Mecklenburg, Durham, Franklin, Hertford, Hickory City b 
1997 State ; Caldwell 
Lexington City, Richmond 
Alexander, Asheboro City, Elizabeth City/Pasquotank, Pamlico, Thomasville Cit 


Nash-Rocky Mount, Sampson 
Alamance-Burlington, Bertie, Caswell, Jones, Tyrrel 


Lakeside School** 
Weldon City 
Anson 


Carter Community**, Kennedy Charter** 





Laurinburg Homework** 
Omuteko Gwamaziima** 


Wayne Academy** 


J.H. Baker Jr High** 





Crossnore Academy**, Grandfather Academy**, Lift Academy**, Provisions Academy**, Quest Academy* 
t = 
Notes: ‘Scale scores are rounded up to the nearest two-tenths of a point. 
*Data are not reported where the number tested is fewer than five 


**Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete charter school name 
can be found in the Appendix. 


Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section 
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Table 44. 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results 
English I -- Mean Scale Score by LEA eee 
[State [Mean Scoret 2001 LEA Performance 


Chapel Hill-Carrboro City 


Thomas Jefferson** 


Camden, Graham, Newton Conover City 
| Swain 
New Hanover 
Elkin City 
East Wake Academy**, Mitchell 
Buncombe, Dare, Johnston, Person, Shelby City 
Asheville City, Currituck, Haywood, Henderson, Union 
Asheboro City, Burke, Cabarrus, Craven, Davidson, Mount Airy City, Pender 
Carteret, Hickory City, Mooresville City 
Alleghany, Moore, Orange 
Catawba, Chatham, Durham, Guilford, McDowell, Pitt, Polk, Stanly, Winston-Salem/Forsyth 
Caldwell, Jackson, Macon, Onslow 
| | 2000, 2001 State : Ashe, Charlotte/Mecklenburg, Davie, Gaston, Pamlico, Surry, Wilkes 
Gates, Lincoln, Richmond 
Montgomery, Roanoke Rapids City, Rockingham, Rutherford, Whiteville City 
Alexander, Avery, Cape Lookout Marine**, Cleveland, Granville, Iredell-Statesville, Perquimans, Rowan-Salisbury 
Harnett 
1999 State : Clinton City, Cumberland, Lee, Lenoir, Randolph, Scotland, Wayne, Yadkin 
Alamance-Burlington, Duplin 
Brunswick, Caswell, Elizabeth City/Pasquotank 
Edenton/Chowan, Kings Mountain City, Nash-Rocky Mount 


1998 State ; Hyde, Thomasville City 
Columbus, Edgecombe, Sampson, Stokes, Wilson 
1997 State : Crossnore Academy** 
1995, 1996 State : Franklin, Madison 


Beaufort, Greene, Hoke, Kannapolis City, Martin, Tyrrell 


Bladen, Jones 
Vance 


Lexington City 


Community Partners High**, Warren 


Anson, Kestrel Heights** 
Northampton, River Mill Charter** 
Washington 

Hertford, Robeson 

Bertie 

Halifax 


Lakeside School** 
New Century**, Weldon City 


Omuteko Gwamaziima** 
Kennedy Charter** 


J.H. Baker Jr High** 
Provisions Academy** 


Laurinburg Homework** 
Carter Community** 
Wayne Academy** 
Laurinburg** 

Lift Academy** 


Grandfather Academy**, Quest Academy** 


Notes: ‘Scale scores are rounded up to the nearest two-tenths of a point. 
*Data are not reported where the number tested is fewer than five. 
**Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete charter school name 
can be found in the Appendix. Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section 
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Table 45. 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Geometry -- Mean Scale Score by LEA (Maximum=91) 
| State _|Mean Score’| 








































2001 LEA Performance 


Elkin City, Orange Co. Charter** 
Buncombe, Catawba, Wake, Yancey 










Haywood, Henderson 
Alleghany, Cabarrus, Newton Conover City, Orange, Shelby City 
S 

Clay, Dare, Quest Academy**, Wilkes 

Ashe, Burke, Roanoke Rapids City 

Alexander, Mount Airy City, Thomasville City 

Stanly 

Chatham, Graham 

Gates, Hickory City, Iredell-Statesville, Johnston, Moore, Pitt, Rutherford, Union 
Rowan-Salisbury 

Cleveland, Davidson, Pender 

Guilford, McDowell, New Hanover, Pamlico, Scotland, Stokes 
Davie, Onslow 

Harnett, Mooresville City, Perquimans 

Asheboro City 

Avery, Beaufort, Carteret, Lincoln 

Caldwell, Edenton/Chowan, Granville, Greene, Jackson, Lenoir 
eee 

Alamance-Burlington, Craven, Macon, Winston-Salem/Forsyth 
Camden, Cape Lookout Marine** 

Asheville City, Clinton City, Durham 

Gaston, Mitchell, Person, Randolph, Tyrrell, Wilson 

Kings Mountain City 

Kannapolis City, Nash-Rocky Mount, Rockingham 


Franklin, Kestrel Heights**, Martin, Sampson, Wayne 

Brunswick, Charlotte/Mecklenburg, Elizabeth City/Pasquotank, Swain, Whiteville City 
Columbus, Duplin 

Anson, River Mill Charter** 

Edgecombe, Lexington City 

Richmond 

Cumberland, Yadkin 

Caswell 
Montgomery 


Hyde 
Bladen, Robeson, Warren 






2000 State 










1999 State 





Laurinburg Homework** 
Kennedy Charter** 
Weldon City 
Laurinburg ** 

Lift Academy** 


East Wake Academy**, J.H. Baker Jr High**, Omuteko Gwamaziima**, Thomas Jefferson**, Village Charter** 
Scale scores are rounded up to the nearest two-tenths of a point. 
*Data are not reported where the number tested is fewer than five. 


**Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school narne has been abbreviated; the complete charter school 
name can be tound 1n the Appendix. 


Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services. 
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Notes: 




















State 


2001 State 


2000 State 


1999 State 


Table 46. 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Physical Science -- Mean Scale Score by LEA (Maximum=89) 


2001 LEA Performance 











































Elkin City, Greene, Union 
Pitt 

Stanly 

Craven, Franklin, Iredell-Statesville, Surry 


Graham, Macon, Perquimans 


Lincoln, Whiteville City 

Gaston, Stokes, Wake 

Cabarrus, Martin, Pamlico, Person, Randolph, Shelby City, Yadkin 

Davie, Granville, Guilford, Jones, Kannapolis City, Rockingham, Rutherford, Thomasville City 


Hyde, Rowan-Salisbury, Scotland 

Brunswick 

Jackson 

Alexander, Caldwell, Chatham, Davidson, Mitchell, Newton Conover City, Polk, Watauga 
Durham, Haywood 

Columbus, Kings Mountain City 

Wilson 

Bladen, Duplin, Madison, Mount Airy City, New Hanover 


Lenoir, Orange 

East Wake Academy**, Mooresville City 

Winston-Salem/Forsyth 

Alamance-Burlington, Asheville City, Beaufort, Hammett, Montgomery 
Cumberland 


Caswell, Vance 
Richmond 
Charlotte/Mecklenburg 

Cape Lookout Marine**, River Mill Charter** 
Anson, Lee, Moore 

Nash-Rocky Mount 


Asheboro City, Henderson 
Bertie, Elizabeth City/Pasquotank, Halifax 


Washington 


Lakeside School**, Robeson 
Edenton/Chowan, Lexington City, Warren 


Hickory City, McDowell 








Roanoke Rapids City 
Weldon City 
Crossnore Academy** 


Hertford, Laurinburg** 
Omuteko Gwamaziima** 


J.H. Baker Jr High** 
Provisions Academy** 


Kennedy Charter** 


Laurinburg Homework** 













Wayne Academy** 





Grandfather Academy**, Lift Academy**, Quest Academ: 


Notes: +Scale scores are rounded up to the nearest two-tenths of a point. 


*Data are not reported where the number tested is fewer than five 
**Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete charter school name 
can be found in the Appendix. Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section 728 


Table 47. 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results 
Physics -- Mean Scale Score by LEA (Maximum=87) 


|__State__|Mean Score’ 2001 LEA Performance 
64.1 








Pitt, Transylvania 

Clay, Mitchell 

Chapel Hill-Carrboro City, Raleigh Charter HS** 
Harnett, Mooresville City 

Macon, Randolph, Wilkes 





Clinton City, Sampson, Thomasville City, Winston-Salem/Forsyth 


Asheville City 

Newton Conover City, Swain 

Cabartus, Currituck, Union, Wake 

Alexander, Ashe, Cleveland, Moore, New Hanover, Yancey 


Onslow, Stokes 


Rowan-Salisbury 
Cherokee, Craven, Elkin City, Guilford, Henderson, Lee, Pender, Scotland 


Alamance-Burlington, Avery, Catawba, Davie, Hickory City, Stanly 
Burke 
2000, 2001 State Buncombe, Orange, Richmond 
1999 State Lincoln 


Iredell-Statesville, Johnston 

Charlotte/Mecklenburg 

Kings Mountain City, Watauga, Wayne, Wilson 

Dare, Jackson, Mount Airy. City 

Kannapolis City, Whiteville City, Yadkin 

Anson, Asheboro City, Davidson, Duplin, Edgecombe, Nash-Rocky Mount, Pamlico 
Gaston, Surry 

Franklin, Shelby City 

Rutherford 


Haywood 

Edenton/Chowan, Greene 

Bladen, Brunswick, Chatham 

Beaufort, Cumberland, Jones, Rockingham 


Camden, Elizabeth City/Pasquotank, Warren 





Roanoke Rapids City 


Caldwell, Columbus | 








Granville, Lenoir, Vance 








Person, Washington 
Weldon City 


Gates 
Northampton 


Halifax 
Carter Community** 


Perquimans, Quest Academy** 





Notes: ‘Scale scores are rounded up to the nearest two-tenths of a point. 
*Data are not reported where the number tested is fewer than five. 
**Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete charter school] name 
can be found in the Appendix. 


Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section. 
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Table 48. 2000-01 End-of-Course Multiple-Choice Test Results 
U.S. History -- Mean Scale Score by LEA (Maximum=86) 


2001 LEA Performance 


Woods Charter** 


Raleigh Charter HS** 
Madison 


Chapel Hill-Carrboro City 





Cleveland, Wake 


Dare 

Newton Conover City, Pender 

Gaston, Yadkin 

Asheville City, Hickory City, Mooresville City 

Davie 

Asheboro City, Buncombe, Graham, Jackson 

Burke, Lincoln, Transylvania, Watauga, Wilson 

Scotland, Stanly, Union 

Ashe, Clay, Currituck, Guilford, Johnston, New Hanover, Pitt, Thomasville City 
Henderson, Pamlico, Roanoke Rapids City 

Cabarrus, Carteret, Winston-Salem/Forsyth, Yancey 

Charlotte/Mecklenburg, Chatham, Clinton City, Harnett, Macon, McDowell, Shelby City, Wilkes 


11999, 2001 State Avery, Camden, Davidson 





1996, 1998 State Alleghany, Beaufort, Cherokee, Craven, Durham, Edenton/Chowan, Granville, Kings Mountain City, Polk, Whiteville City 
1995, 1997 State Kannapolis City 
| Gates, Moore, Perquimans, Randolph 

2000 State Catawba, Columbus, Haywood, Lee, Mitchell, Onslow, Rockingham, Surry 


i 

| 

|Hyde, Iredell-Statesville, Rutherford 

{ Cumberland, River Mill Charter**, Wayne 


Alamance-Burlington, Duplin, Greene, Lenoir, Nash-Rocky Mount, Rowan-Salisbury, Sampson 


Alexander, Bladen, Caldwell, Caswell, Edgecombe, Martin, Mount Airy City, Vance 
i Montgomery, Richmond 
Franklin, Lexington City 
) Person, Stokes 
Robeson 
Brunswick, Northampton, Warren 
Elizabeth City/Pasquotank 


Washington 
Cape Lookout Marine**, Laurinburg** 


Crossnore Academy**, Hertford 


Bertie, New Century** 


Wayne Academy** 
Lift Academy** 


Grandfather Academy**, Lakeside School**, Quest Academy** 


Notes: 7Scale scores are rounded up to the nearest two-tenths of a point. 
*Data are not reported where the number tested is fewer than five. 
**Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated; the complete charter school name 
can be found in the Appendix. 
Data received from LEAs and charter schools after August 2001 are not included in this table. 
Prepared by the NCDPI Division of Accountability Services/Testing Section 235 





Appendix 





North Carolina Charter Schools, 2000-01 


Alpha Academy 

American Renaissance Charter School 
American Renaissance Middle School 
Arapahoe Charter School 

Bethany Community Middle School 
Bethel Hill Charter School 

Brevard Academy 

Bridges Charter School 

Cape Fear Center for Inquiry 

Cape Lookout Marine Science High School 
Carter Community School 

Carter G. Woodson School of Challenge 
Charter Day School 

Chatham Charter School 

Children's Village Academy 

CIS Academy 

Community Charter School 

Communty Partners High 

Crossnore Academy 

Developmental Day School 

Dillard Academy 

Downtown Middle School 

East Wake Academy 

East Winston Primary School 

Engelmann School of the Arts and Sciences 
Evergreen Community Charter School 
Exploris Middle School 

Forsyth Academies 

Francine Delany New School for Children 
Franklin Academy 

Grandfather Academy 

Greensboro Academy 

Haliwa-Saponi Tribal 

Harnett Early Childhood Academy 
Healthy Start Academy Charter Elementary School 
Highland Charter Public School 

Imani Institute Charter School 

John H. Baker, Jr., High School 

Kennedy School 

Kestrel Heights School 

Lake Norman Charter School 

Lakeside School 

Laurinburg Charter School 

Laurinburg Homework Center Charter School 


LIFT Academy 

Lincoln Charter 

Magellan Charter School 

MAST School 

Maureen Joy Charter School 
Metrolina Regional Scholars' Academy 
Millennium Charter Academy 

New Century School 

Northeast Raleigh Charter Academy 
Oma's Inc. Charter School 

Omuteko Gwamaziima 

Orange County Charter School 
Phoenix Academy 

Piedmont Community School 
PreEminent Charter School 
Provisions Academy 

Quality Education Academy 

Quest Academy 

Raleigh Charter High School 
Research Triangle Charter Academy 
River Mill Academy 

Rocky Mount Charter Public School 
Rowan Academy 

Sallie B. Howard School 


Sandhills Theatre Arts Renaissance School (STARS) 


SPARC Academy 
Stanly County Community Outreach Charter School 
Sterling Montesson Academy 

Success Academy 

Success Institute 

Sugar Creek Charter School 

Summit Charter School 

The Learning Center 

The Mountain Community School 

The Woods Charter School 

Thomas Jefferson Classical Academy 

Tiller School 

Turning Point Academy 

Union Academy 

Vance Charter School 

Village Charter School 

Washington Montessori - A Public Charter School 
Wayne County Technical Academy 
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